THIS IS 
BROADCASTING 
HOUSE... 


Edward: What the series 
told us—and didn't 


ITV’s serialisation of the story of 
Edward VIII and Mrs. Simpson gave us a 
glimpse of many things about the 1930s, not 
least among them the nauseating hypocrisy 
of our political leaders of that time and the 
appalling imbalance in their sense of 
priorities. What the serial did not bring us 
any nearer to knowing was the real under- 
lying reason for the forced abdication of the 
King. 

The critics have made much of the fact 
that the central political figure of the series, 
Baldwin, was nothing like the original, but 
in fact the TV Baldwin was almost better 
than the original insofar as he composited all 
the humbug, pomposity, self-righteousness 
and moralising cant, vaccilation, opportunism 
and wheeling and dealing that characterised 
British politics in the inter-war period. 

“The people will not stand for it, Sir,” 
Mr. Baldwin pontificated in response to the 
King’s proposition that he could marry Mrs. 


Simpson and still remain on the Throne. In 
fact the British people were never consulted, 
nor was it ever intended that they should be 
consulted, on the matter. What Baldwin 
really meant was that the powers who really 
rule ‘democratic’ politics behind the scenes 
would not stand for it, as indeed they would 
not. Just why they would not, however, was 
never clearly revealed. 

It seems now rather implausible that 
the idea of an American as Queen was so 
objectionable to the Establishment at a time 
when that Establishment was working with 
might and main to merge Britain’s destiny 
with that of the United States more closely 
than ever before, or that Mrs. Simpson’s 
background of divorce was such an insur- 
mountable obstacle in an age when the rigid 
conventions of the Victorian era were 
already a long way towards being broken 
down and the permissive and secular spirit 
of the middle and late 20th Century was 
well advanced. 

Probably far nearer the truth was the 
Establishment’s inside knowledge of the 
political views of the King and his deter- 
mination to make these views known and 
felt in the shaping of British domestic and 
foreign policy. 

The King had seen for himself the 
appalling economic and social conditions in 
which great numbers of British people had 
to live and, unlike other members of 
Royalty, was not prepared merely to utter 
public platitudes of regret over them but was 
resolved to do something about them. This 
had led his Majesty to an appreciation of the 
lamentable record of one after another 
British Governments during his lifetime and 
to a serious study of the new social and 
economic experiments that were then taking 
place abroad in Jtaly and Germany, where, 
with much less available resources than those 
of the British Empire, new generations of 
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political leadership were making much more 
successful efforts to cope with the conse- 
quences of the world-wide Depression which 
shortly before had hit nearly all the industrial 
countries. In short, to those on the inside 
the King was known to be something of a 
‘Fascist’ and that simply would not do. 

In the international field the King was 
known to be stoutly opposed to any policy 
which was liable to bring Britain and her 
Empire into conflict with Germany and was 
already well informed as to the role of 
Zionists, inside and outside Britain, in 
promoting just such a conflict. In April 1935 
the German Ambassador in London, von 
Hoesch, had reported to his Government the 
respect that Edward (then Prince) had had 
for Hitler’s achievements of reconstruction 
in Germany and his strong opposition to the 
anti-German policies of the British Foreign 
Office. A few months later, after ascending 
the Throne, he made no secret of his belief 
that only an Anglo-German alliance would 
preserve Europe from fresh warfare and 
ruin. Later, after the war had begun, he told 
the American Ambassador in Madrid that 
French and other societies were so diseased 
that they ought never to have declared war 
on a healthy organism like Germany. 

Did the King intend to refer to these 
issues in the original text of the radio speech 
which he prepared to make to the nation as 
the abdication crisis came to a head? We do 
not know. What we do know from the TV 
series is that this text was firmly ruled out 
by the Cabinet of the day and an alternative 
text approved which centred almost solely 
on the King’s domestic circumstances and 
his inability to carry out his duties, as he 
would wish to do, without the support of 
the woman he loved. 


At the same time we saw Baldwin and 
his colleagues rushing hither and thither 
in a veritable ferment of energy and agitation 
to meet the constitutional crisis that 
threatened over the King — while there 
festered around them far greater crises to 
which they could only react with lethargy 
and apathy. Poverty and. unemployment 
hovered like a blight over the British land- 
scape. The nation, due largely to the neglect 
of Baldwin himself, was in danger of 
becoming defenceless in a world increasingly 
armed to the teeth. Revolutionary changes 
were taking place around that world which 
were leaving Britain a helpless spectator and 
already gnawing at the long decayed 
foundations of her vast empire. In the way 
of serious effort to grapple with these 
gigantic problems there was just a void. The 
whole story told us much about the 
perspectives which then — as now — obsess 
the British political mind. 

As the series fades into memory, 
perhaps one scene more than any other 
symbolises the times that it was about. This 
was the House of Commons, with Baldwin 
droning forth about his and the nation’s 
anguish to an assemblage of quaintly 
irrelevant figures, some snoozing and some 


haw-ing approval, while in the real world 
outside new men, in a wholly different class 
of relevance, were making history in the 
field of achievement and action. Yes, the 
great triumph of the British leaders of that 
era was that they got rid of a King who was 
an embarrassment to them. Let us not 


begrudge them that triumph, for they 
recorded few others. In the following few 
years these selfsame men led us into the 
catastrophe of world war and imperial 
collapse. Wrong about everything else, could 
they have been right about the King? 
History surely has provided the answer. 


Another international 
do-gooder charity 


Are you careful what charities you 
give money to? Do you make sure before 
dipping into your pocket that your cash is 
going to help British people in need and not 
foreigners? Maybe you do but perhaps you 
have not made sure enough. 

For a long time many of us thought 
that Help the Aged was one of those charities 
to which we could safely donate in the 
knowledge that the money was not going 
overseas. But not so. It has recently been 
revealed that only Ip in every 6p given to 
Help the Aged actually goes to old people in 
Britain. 

Figures for 1977 show that Help the 
Aged spent £937,946 on charity in this 
country and more than three times as much, 
£2,943,185 on charities overseas. Another 
large sum, around £2 million, went on the 
upkeep of the organisation, which included 
the cost of appeals and, apparently, some fat 
wage packets. 

For instance, Mrs. Anne Faulkner, the 
wife of the Executive Director Hugh 
Faulkner, gets a salary approaching £7,500 
a year. For this she works at home, thus 
incurring almost no daily travelling expenses, 
and is only seen at the organisation’s office 
about once a month. What her husband 


earns is not revealed. 

Among the overseas uses of money 
donated to Help the Aged are “dairy and 
chicken projects” in India and a project in 
Kenya to help old people keep sheep and 
goats. 

These facts were prominently publicised 
for the first time following the departure 
from the Help the Aged staff of Mr. 
Jonathan Morris, who said that he did not 
feel that Help the Aged adequately informed 
the public that most of the help went 
overseas. “I am sure,” he said, “that the 
majority of people are under the impression 
that it is Britain’s old folk who benefit most 
from the charity.” 

We certainly feel that what Mr. Morris 
says is right, and we are grateful to him for 
his exposure of the true nature of this 
charity. It seems an appalling division of 
resources to send more than three times as 
much money overseas as that used in Britain 
when one considers that the charity is based 
in Britain and run by Britons. 

The next time they rattle the Help the 
Aged boxes in front of you you will know 
what to do. 


Money for old rope 


Perhaps readers would like to know of 
the latest in the fortunes of Mr. Jaffer 
Janmohamed, the Kenyan Asian who landed 
here in November with only £13 in his 
pocket and was dispatched by Hillingdon 
council to the steps of the Foreign and 
Commonwealth Office. 

Mr. Janmohamed subsequently moved 
North to Wigan, where he was found a 
council flat ahead of 4,000 local families 
who had been on the waiting list in many 
cases for years. The £9 a week rent was of 
course paid for by Social Security and the 
flat was furnished by Social Services — on 
top of which Mr. Janmohamed was allocated 
£17 a week in benefits. The furnishings 
included 5 beds, sheets, blankets, wardrobes, 


sideboards, cupboards, a cooker and a TV set. 
When asked what he thought about 


getting his flat ahead of all these other 


people he replied, “I expect to get a house. 
My British passport gives me the right.” 

Mr. Janmohamed actually was given a 
job as well but he didn’t like it and quit in 
3 days. 

What does Mr. Janmohamed do with 
his ample spare time? Well, he is known to 
be a regular customer at the Crooked Wheel 
pub in Wigan, where, according to the 
landlord, “he is in for a few drinks most 
days.” Perhaps more revealing still, the 
landlord also stated that he nearly always 
arrived and left by taxi. 

Says Mr. Janmohamed, “I have no 
intention of going back to Kenya. I am in 
Great Britain for good.” 

That’s what he thinks! 


Prior pinches NF policy 


It looks as if a new habit has developed 
in the Tory Party of pirating National Front 
policies and claiming them as Conservative 
policies. 

Mr. James Prior has introduced a plan 
to institutionalise the secret ballot in all 
union elections and strike decisions. Just 
such a policy was adopted in the NF Election 
Manifesto of October 1974 and elaborated 
upon in the subsequent NF booklet Beyond 
Capitalism and Socialism. 

The NF policy is that legislation must 
be passed through parliament to make the 
secret ballot law in all unions, as this is 
obviously the only means by which such a 
rule can be made effective. The Tories, with 
typical cowardice, are unwilling to commit 
themselves thus far, however. Their plan is 
that unions themselves will be left, as they 
are now, to make the decisions as to whether 
to adopt the secret ballot but they will be 
‘encouraged’ to do so by the provision of 
state funds to finance the holding of such 
ballots. Thinks Mr. Prior, the average union 
member will regard this as too great a gift 
to refuse. 

Whether Mr. Prior is right in this 
estimate remains to be seen. We do not have 
the faith that he seems to have in the power 
of the “‘average union member” to get his 
way against the red mandarins who dominate 
the unions. 

What we do know is that to try and 
introduce what the great majority knows is a 
right policy by such methods of bribery 
shows a pitiful lack of authority in an 
aspiring government party. If the secret 
ballot is right — and we have always said it 
is right — then it should be made law, and 
have done with it. 


Our magazine, though it believes in racial 
differences, opposes race-hatred. All those who 
oppose multi-racialism should attack the 


politicians who promote it, not the immigrants, 
who are merely its victims. 
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THE ENEMY WITHIN 


Across the ages the techniques of war and conquest 
have changed with the development of science and com- 
munications. They have also varied according to the 
character of the would-be conquerors and conquered. 

Today the retaliatory power of nuclear weapons 
cancels out any advantage to the power which might use 
them and at the same time enlarges the role of 
psychology in any war of conquest. 

In the case of the British people, history has shown 
again and again that if threatened physically by an 
enemy they can identify they will fight with a 
doggedness that will make their conquest an almost 
impossible task. 

The way to conquer the British has therefore been 
well signposted. Psychological warfare conducted by an 


enemy they cannot see and do not know — and in an 
atmosphere in which all but a few of them are unaware 
they are in any kind of war, or face any threat of 
conquest, at all.. 

In fact the British nation is under this very threat 
of conquest right now. The enemy does not face us 
from across the sea but from inside our own borders. 
His troops are for the most part not foreigners but 
renegade Britons. His weapon is the mass media: Tele- 
vision; Radio; the Cinema; Press and Publishing. The 
strategy? So to undermine our national spirit and will to 
resist that we will give up our nationhood, our freedom 
and our possessions without a fight. The tactics? Here 
are some of them:— 


* The distortion of history with a view to 
inducing a sense of guilt among British 
people for the achievements of Empire 
and all other epics of national expansion 
and success, thus undermining patriotism 
and national pride. 

* The belittling of patriotic institutions 
and symbols, such as The Flag, The 
Monarchy and The National Anthem, by 
the subtle technique of portraying them 
in undignified situations. Often this is 
done in comedy programmes in which, 
except to the very discerning, there is no 
obvious political intent. 

* The promotion of pacifism and the 
consequent undermining of the nation’s 
fighting spirit and will to defend itself. 
The techniques here are to highlight the 
ghastly aspects of war and minimise its 
noble and heroic aspects, to belittle the 
war achievements specifically of the 
British people and to ridicule military 
traditions and institutions while making 
heroes of column-dodgers and deserters. 
The film Oh, what a lovely war! was an 
example of part of these techniques, as 
was the recent revival of All quiet on the 
Western Front. So, in another way, is 
the series Dad’s Army. 

* The division of the British people by 
placing emphasis on the differences 
between the English, Scots, Welsh and 
Irish and their overseas kith and kin — 
rather than the factors which bind them 
together. Part of this is the noticeable 
increase in the use of the terms ‘England’ 
and ‘English’ in TV, radio and press 
reports rather than ‘Britain’ and ‘British’. 
* The deliberate fostering of the sense of 
national impotence by the presentation 
of current national weakness as being 
natural and endemic rather than induced 
by bad policies and bad leadership. The 
object here is to persuade the public that, 
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even if the reassertion of national freedom 
and sovereignty and national greatness 
were desirable, they are not possible. 


* The romanticisation and glamorisation 
of Socialism by the use of such pro- 
grammes as TV family sagas, which portray 
harsh working class conditions of earlier 
periods and the struggle of working class 
folk against wicked landlords, capitalists 
and right-wing politicians. Typical of 
these are such series as The stars look 
down, When the boat comes in and How 
green was my valley. What is evil and false 
in these programmes is not the portrayal 
of the hard times themselves — for these 
were often real enough — but the distorted 
presentation of their cause and remedy. 
Such programmes also promote further 
national division through class warfare. 

* The presentation of people with 
patriotic or racial views as repulsive, loud- 
mouthed, ignorant and ridiculous. Most 
typical of this is Alf Garnett in Till death 
us do part. 

* The promotion of multi-racialism by 


the increasing projection of coloured 
entertainers and of screen plays and 
serials showing multi-racial situations in 
the most favourable light, such as Mixed 
blessings and Love thy neighbour. 

* The use of current affairs programmes 
to give favourable coverage to left-wing 
movements and regimes around the world 
and to subversive movements in this 
country, such as the IRA, while on the 
other hand presenting patriotic regimes 
and movements in the worst possible light. 
This includes of course... 

*.. . The denigration of the National 
Front. Here the technique is to depict the 
NF as ‘violent’ and ‘Nazi’ by the presen- 
tation of false evidence concerning its 
activities, while at the same time hardly 
ever allowing its real policies to be 
seriously examined. 


* The occupation of the minds of the 
British people with trivia, thus diverting 
their attention from the really serious 
national problems. Here the ‘popular’ 
press plays its part with its preference to 
giving front-page headlines to nudes, near- 
nudes and scandal stories, while relegating 
important public issues to small corners 
of the inside pages — when allowing men- 
tion of them at all. The motive for this is 
often mainly commercial but it serves a 
convenient political purpose too. As in 
Ancient Rome, the people are immersed 
in bread and circuses while the frontiers 
of the realm shrink. 

Watch for these techniques 
when you next switch on your TV 
set or radio, or when you next visit 
the cinema, read a newspaper or 
examine the contents of your local 
bookshop. Arm yourself against 
them — and above all arm your 
children! 


KENNETH FODERINGHAM 


A WELL BALANCED TEAM 


A BBC RADIO 4 programme, introduced 
and chaired by David Jacobs, is called Any 
Questions. It is a spontaneous discussion by 
a team of well known people chosen from 
members of Parliament, Fleet Street jour- 
nalists, prominent churchmen, trade union 
leaders and chairmen of nationalised 
industries. 

It is a well balanced team politically, 
being left of centre — centre — right of 
centre, from darkest red through orange to 
brightest blue of the centrist concensus 
spectrum. From Oxfam socialist to posh 
tory. 

Each weekly show is broadcast to the 
nation from a different locality, in town or 
village hall in the street where you live, or 
from over the hills and far away. Local 
people are the invited audience and they ask 
social and economic questions. The panel of 
celebrities provides the answers and it must 
be pointed out that many of them do so 
sensibly and intelligently. Others turn the 
most ordinary questions into a party political 
broadcast, produce answers that are as 
brainless as television commercials, neigh at 
each other’s remarks and boast about 
frequent visits to Moscow, New York or 
Bangladesh. 

Content in the knowledge that their 
Party is either in office or waiting to get 
back in, these people, like merchants with 
wares to sell, allow themselves the liberty of 
expanding their own pet projects such as 
Comprehensive education, with its factory- 
like schools, dubious standards and play 
school-type discipline; Free Trade, by which 
concept every item of clothing on our backs 
is a foreign import; junk-shop Socialism with 
its melting pot philosophy, the logical 
consequence of which is a future world 
citizenry of rootless, race-mixed Esperanto 
speaking half-castes. 

Anna Raeburn snipes at those naughty 
people in the National Front who have yet 
again beaten the Liberals at a recent by- 
election. 


Lord Soper observes that nationalism - 


is a scourge. He appeals to all races in the 
world to live as one human family. (We 
assume that it will be ruled by a one world 
government.) A fawning bishop religiously 
defends his black sheep whenever a question 
touches on immigration. 

Claire Raynor, Clive Jenkins with his 
sly humour, my Lords Mancroft and Cudlipp 
have all appeared in Any Questions plus 
your friend and mine, Shirley “I want a 
black prime minister” Williams. “You are all 
racists!”’ she scolds a restless audience. 

Question: “Should we sell sophisticated 
British weapons — especially the Harrier 
Jump Jet — to other countries, while leaving 
ourselves defenceless?”’ 

Erin Pizzey’s answer is delightfully 


vague and non-informative. “Make love not 
war,” she replies. A more serious minded 
team member doubts if we could even 
defend the Isle of Wight. 

Question: “Should Britain continue 
sanctions against Rhodesia?”’ 

“Yes,”’ replies Claire Brooks, President 
of the Young Liberals, Almost apologising 
for being White, this aggressive lady con- 
tinues: “Yes. Sanctions against South Africa 
too. It is our moral duty.” 

(South Africa produces 80% of the 
world’s platinum, 80% of its chrome ore, 
50% of its gold, is anti-communist, tries to 
mind its own business and poses no threat to 
us. South Africa was our ally in two world 
wars, yet the Liberal Party, through its 
mouthpiece Claire Brooks, advocates the 
economic collapse of that country.) 


OTHER GEMS 


Other members of the team would like 
to comment, but Claire Brooks interrupts 
and keeps coming back like a song, with 
other gems of Liberal thinking with which to 
astound the nation. Claire, of course, is to 
British Patriotism as John Travolta is to 
heavy engineering. 

“Kenyatta wasn't a terrorist. He was a 
freedom fighter against right-wing British 
governments,” she informs a_ hostile 
audience. 

“Begin of Israel was a terrorist!’’ shouts 
a Doubting Thomas at the back of the hall. 
“Ah yes, but he isn’t one now,” comes the 
smug reply from another team member. 

Question: “Are trade unions too 
powerful?” 

“No. They are not strong enough,”’ 
suggests Ian Mikardo, MP, with a straight 
face. A stunned congregation shouts its 
disbelief. There is uproar in the stalls, punc- 
tuated by hysterical laughter and violent 
abuse. For one mad moment civil riot rears 
its ugly head. 

Question: “What is the team’s view of 
Russian factory ships operating in Scottish 
waters?”’ 

Marghanita Laski is apologetic. “J 
know this will make me unpopular, but why 
should we regard the fish as ours? ... to say 
that they are is typical of male chauvinism.” 

Another panel member alerts her to 
the fact that the fish belong to us by Inter- 
national Law. 

The team deplores the overcrowding 
of our small country — but wait — there is a 
moral issue involved and we are told to show 
compassion and tolerance towards the never 
ending queue of people waiting to enter 
Britain. (It is not unlike a brothel-keeper 
reminding us of the dangers of prostitution.) 

Anyone refusing to feel compassion or 
tolerance towards this mass invasion is 


labelled with names like ‘Fascist,’ 
“Powellist” or ‘‘Nazi’’. 

Question: “Should Britain accept Viet- 
namese refugees?” 

Lord Parry feels that Britain should 
take her “share”. Tessa Blackstone agrees 
and adds: ‘‘The United Kingdom will benefit 
.. . they will contribute to our multi-racial 
society ... 50,000 can easily be absorbed.” 

_It’s another one of those “moral 
duties” that Claire Brooks was going on 
about earlier. 

A subject that is often raised in Any 
Questions is the problem of One Parent 
Families. The team is always sympathetic, 
as indeed it should be ifa one parent family 
is one in which a partner has died or deserted 
the home, and left the other to cope alone. 
But the one parent family in the programme 
is usually an irresponsible woman with 
illegitimate children, yet the team is 
sympathetic just the same. It is a “moral 
duty”’ you see, as is the absorption of 
50,000 Vietnamese peasants, pimps and 
racketeers. 

A team member suddenly turns 
gangster and informs the nation that the 
Race Relations Act is a limitation of 
freedom. But realising he has gone too far, 
and not wanting to appear a racial bigot, he 
lapses into silence. Chairman David Jacobs 
keeps a cool head and skilfully defuses the 
bomb. And so the show goes merrily on. 

Next week’s Any Questions comes 
from your local town hall and the team will 
include a whining Marxist bishop, a Kosher 
Conservative and a card-carrying member of 
the Communist Party. A well balanced team 
indeed! 


SPEARHEAD FUND 


Money over and above normal income 
needed to build up 


from sales is 
SPEARHEAD. 
Your help would be greatly appreciated. 
Please make out your postal orders or 
cheques to Spearhead, and send them to: 
Excalibur House, 73 Great Eastern Street, 
London E.C.2. 


National Front News 
Editor: Martin Webster 


A broadsheet published monthly in sup- 
port of the National Front. Subscriptions 


only for 5 copies or more. 12 issues of 5 
copies £6.24. 

Reduced rates for bulk supplies given on 
request. Send 15p for sample copy now. 


Page five 


/VOR BENSON 


The South African ‘Information 
Scandal’ Analysed 


Reprinted with acknowledgements to 
BEHIND THE NEWS, P.O. Box 552, 
Pinetown 3600, South Africa. 


SUCH AS IT IS, the Press has become the 
greatest power within the Western countries, 
more powerful than the legislatures, the 
executive and the judiciary. One would like 
to ask: by what law has it been elected, and 
to whom is it responsible? 

Those words, which formed part of an 
address delivered by Alexander Solzhenitsyn 
at Harvard University in June this year, pro- 
vide a key with which to unlock the central 
mystery of the great Information Department 
debacle which continues to rock South 
Africa. 

It should be understood, however, that 
what is more powerful than the legislature, 
the executive and the judiciary is not the 
Press itself but the power behind the Press, 
those who own it and use it as one of the 
major weapons in modern political warfare. 

Within Western countries, yes — but 
not yet within all Western countries. 

South Africa is now locked in a 
desperate struggle to avoid being included 
among those Western countries where the 
Press, or the powers behind the Press, are all- 
powerful. 

That is what the great Department of 
Information controversy is all about. 

From information available at this 
time of writing, it appears that the former 
Minister of Information and his friends 
launched a major offensive against those 
“powers behind the Press” in South Africa, 
and that they made the appalling blunder of 
supposing that they could set up a daily 
newspaper with the aid of Government 
funds without being found out. 

The operation miscarried, and what we 
see now is a massive counter-attack by the 
owners of the major newspaper groups, 
exploiting with malice and glee their 
opponents’ errors of judgement and the 
resultant confusion in the public mind. 

The possibility cannot be excluded 
that the Erasmus Commission will also 
expose elements of what Mr. Justice Mostert 
has referred to as “corruption in the widest 
sense”, but these will not, in our view, 
invalidate the proposition that most of those 
who had anything to do with the launching 
of The Citizen newspaper were primarily 
motivated by a desire to fight back effectively 
against unelected powers in South Africa 
whose aim it is to make themselves more 
powerful than the legislature, the executive 
and the judiciary. 

Be it understood, therefore, that the 
protagonists in South Africa’s portion of a 
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worldwide 20th Century struggle are these: 
On the one hand, a set of political forces 
representing the principle of national self- 
determination and self-preservation, with a 
language-bound Afrikaner nationalism as its 
centre, and on the other hand an alliance of 
internal and external anti-nationalist forces, 
commonly known as “the money power’’. 

With these facts firmly fixed in our 
minds, it will be possible, we hope, to clear 
away some of the prevailing confusion by 
examining, under separate headings, some of 
the more important elements of a complex 
political and personal drama. 


THE GOVERNMENT 


Contributing to the present confusion 
in the public mind is the fact that the 
National Party Government and the National 
Party hierarchy are not solidly united in 


their antagonism towards the “powers 
behind the Press’’. 
Although still preponderantly 


nationalist and conservative, each has a small 
but highly influential left wing, some of it 
indistinguishable from anything to be found 
in the opposition Progressive Reform Party. 

This left wing in “nationalist Afrikan- 
erdom” can be traced to two separate 
sources: 

1. There has come into existence down 
the years an Afrikaner moneyed elite which 
has been drawn increasingly into alliance 
with the English-centred liberal establish- 
ment, or money power, thereby creating 
veins and arteries of shared material interest 
which cannot easily be severed and which 
has tended to disarm Afrikaner antagonism 
towards the “money power”’. 

2. At the same time and to the same 
degree there has come into existence an 
Afrikaner educated elite which has suc- 
cumbed to all those educational and social 
influences which are responsible for the 
production of that whole class of rootless 
intellectuals who fill the ranks of leftist or 
progressive political movements. 

Thus, an English alliance of money 
and intellect finds it can make common 
cause with an Afrikaner alliance of money 
and intellect. 


THE ROLE OF THE PRESS 


Therefore, let us first look at the 
Afrikaner Press where the shift to the left 
has been more marked than in any other 
sector of Afrikaner existence. Indeed, some 
Afrikaans journalists writing in newspapers 
which are nominally mouthpieces of a 


National Party Government, are every bit as 
leftist or progressive as any to be found in 
the liberal establishment English Press. 

Part of the explanation is that most of 
those Afrikaner journalists are products of 
the same kind of one-sided education and 
materialist life-style that have debauched the 
minds of so marty English journalists. 

The other part of the explanation is 
that the Afrikaans newspapers, to put it 
crudely but clearly, eat out of the same 
revenue trough as the English newspapers 
and are at the same time susceptible to 
influences exerted by Afrikanerdom’s new 
moneyed elite. 

Thus the whole character of the 
Afrikaans Press has changed radically since it 
was launched in the early days of Afrikaner 
nationalism under the leadership of men like 
General Hertzog and Dr. Malan, and is, 
therefore, a complicating factor in the 
present Ministry of Information controversy. 

The English newspapers need less 
explaining in the context of the present 
controversy. [t must be clearly understood 
that their primary purpose is that of 
conducting political warfare; if they can also 
make profits, as some of them do, so much 
the better, and the target of their concen- 
trated hostility is, and always has been, any 
manifestation of the national spirit. 

Therefore, the editorial policies of 
these newspapers are regulated in accordance 
with the requirements of a code of hostility, 
and a corresponding suspension of that code 
of civil amity which insists on the preser- 
vation of the highest standards of pro- 
fessional honesty and integrity. 

In a word, these newspapers obey that 
ancient law that “‘all is fair in love and war” 
and, therefore, also, appeals by the Prime 
Minister to this Press to “put its house in 
order” are bound to fall on deaf ears, since 
their house is never more effectively ‘“‘in 
order” than when they are raining heavy 
blows on all those who represent South 
African nationalism. 

Imagine, then, what confusion must 
arise when both English and Afrikaans 
newspapers belong to the same Newspaper 
Press Union, with the head of one of the 
major Afrikaans groups as its chairman 
negotiating with the Prime Minister on 
behalf of both groups! 


THE CITIZEN ARTICLES 


No bigger mistake could be made by 
anyone trying to understand the Ministry of 
Information controversy than to suppose 
that the recent frenzied search by the Press 


for proofs of malpractice in the former 
Department of Information has _ been 
motivated only by a zealous concern for 
rectitude in the conduct of public affairs. 

It is only the discipline of close 
scrutiny and fearless exposure that can keep 
inefficiency and malpractice within tolerable 
limits in any administration, and it is the 
duty of the Press to act as watchdogs of the 
public interest. That is true. But on this 
occasion, to paraphrase Hamlet, the Press 
doth protest too much, methinks. 

What upset the English Press most of 
all, we may be sure, was the editorial policy 
of that newspaper which is alleged to have 
been set up with public funds. 

No matter, therefore, what faults are 
laid at the door of The Citizen, it represented 
the most devastating challenge ever to “a 
colossal. syndicate for the spread of 
systematic misrepresentation” aimed for 
years at the overthrow of national self- 
determination in South Africa. 

And the whole of that Citizen editorial 
policy was concentrated into a sort of 
political atom bomb with a series of articles 
by Aida Parker, under the general title 
Secret U.S. War against South Africa, pub- 
lished earlier this year. 

Nothing could have been more eloquent 
of the horror and sense of helplessness these 
articles excited in the liberal establishment 
than the “deafening silence” which followed 
their publication. 

In these articles which contained infor- 
mation that came from unimpeachable 
sources, we see how millions of dollars in 
American public funds have been used to 
finance revolutionary activity and how 
America’s Central Intelligence Agency 
worked hand-in-glove with the U.S. Infor- 
mation Service in seeking an overthrow in 
South Africa — all without any attempt at 
exposure or adverse comment from a liberal 
establishment Press which is now shouting 
its head off over BOSS and the Ministry of 
Information! 


WHY ANOTHER NEWSPAPER? 


Why should the former Minister of 
Information have felt it to be necessary to 
launch another daily newspaper? The 
Government already possesses in radio and 
television a medium of public communication 
powerful enough to counteract all the evil 
influences of a liberal establishment Press. 
Why did the Minister and his friends not set 
about trying to make better use of radio and 
television? 

The answer to such a question will be 
found in a brief account of what happened 
in 1963/64 when with the approval of the 
then Prime Minister, Dr. H. F. Verwoerd, the 
present writer delivered several series of 
radio talks, broadcast in both official 
languages. These talks, with titles like Know 
Your Enemy, which analysed the Communist 
danger, and The Press and Public Opinion 
and The Problem of an Unfree Press, were 


traumatic in their effect on the liberal 
establishment newspaper editors. 

It was then demonstrated that a 
weekly 10-minute radio talk analysing the 
performance of a hostile Press was all that 
was required to counteract the effect of 
acres of distorted reporting, news suppression 
and anti-national propaganda. And there was 
just nothing that Press could do except 
respond with torrents of impotent abuse! 

That was the last time the SABC was 
used to fight back at the liberal establishment 
Press. 

So, why was it not done again? 

An examination of the newspaper files 
of those days will confirm that among the 
newspapers that strongly opposed the use of 
the SABC to fight back against that “colossal 
syndicate for systematic misrepresentation” 
were leading Afrikaans journals like Dagbreek 
in the Transvaal and Die Burger in the Cape 
province. Thus it was obvious, even as far 
back as 1963, that the Afrikaans Press was 
heavily infected with the liberal or pro- 
gressive intellectual virus. 

Therefore any attempts to use the 
SABC, as in 1963/4, against the English- 
language liberal establishment Press must 
give offence to Afrikanerdom’s own leftist- 
orientated journalists and disturb the pre- 
carious unity of left and right inside the 
party and Government — a unity, by the 
way, which draws much of its strength from 
a shared language and a shared desire to 
enjoy the fruits of political power. 


LOUIS LUYT & JOHN McGOFF 


It is now quite clear that Mr. Louis 
Luyt, the fertiliser millionaire, can by no 
stretch of imagination be regarded as a 
political animal, although it is equally certain 
that, broadly speaking, he can be described 
as a conservative and patriot who would 
have been predisposed to go along with the 
idea of setting up an anti-Argus Press by 
reason of his own behind-the-scenes struggle 
with the Oppenheimer financial empire. 

Anglo American, directly or indirectly 
have a substantial holding in the Triomf 
fertiliser enterprise, and will be satisfied, 
naturally with nothing less than complete 
control. The offer of some R12,000,000 at 
about 4 per cent interest which he could put 
into Triomf, the revenue thereof to feed the 
newspaper, was one which no businessman 
not in the enemy camp could have resisted. 

However, Mr. Luyt exhibited himself 
as almost incredibly innocent and naive in 
offering to purchase a controlling interest in 
the Rand Daily Mail. No one with any 
insight into the realities of the present global 
power struggles would have wasted paper 
and envelope and one postage stamp writing 
to any of the big shareholders in SAAN or 
the Rand Daily Mail. It was like offering to 
buy one of the biggest and most effective 
guns in the enemy’s arsenal! 

Mr. Luyt can be forgiven for his 
simplicity, but not those who advised him, 


men like Dr. Eschel Rhoodie, the Secretary 
for Information, and the Minister, Dr. 
Mulder. Such ignorance of the realities of 
the struggle in which the nation is involved 
is disgraceful; it is worse than that, it’s 
dangerous. 

Hardly less innocent and uninformed 
about the realities was Mr. John McGoff, 
who, being himself a publisher, might have 
been expected to be a little more hard-boiled. 
We may be sure, therefore, that his offer to 
purchase control of the Washington Post 
(with or without South African state funds) 
would have been received by those who 
owned that newspaper with a contemptuous 
smile. For the Washington Post is essentially 
not a business enterprise but a weapon of war. 

It is much to Mr. McGoff’s credit that 
he has now been “exposed” by the liberal 
establishment Press and branded as a “right 
winger’ for having helped to finance what 
the Sunday Tribune described as “the 
controversial Christian League of Southern 
Africa’? — to the tune of R20,000, it is said. 
There is, of course, nothing “‘controversial”’ 
about a World Council of Churches which 
supplies vast sums of money to those who 
slaughter innocent men, women and children. 


WHY THE PLAN FAILED 


There were many separate causes of 
the failure of Dr. Mulder’s effort to place in 
position some heavy public information 
artillery with which to blast that “colossal 
syndicate for the spread of systematic 
misrepresentation”’. 

One we have already mentioned: Dr. 
Mulder and his friends were unequal to the 
task. The Minister was like a general who 
throws an army into an attack without 
having first explored the terrain or made 
himself acquainted with the strength and dis- 
position of the enemy’s forces. 

Another important source of weakness 
was the fact that he could not rely on the 
full support of his own side; therefore the 
truth had to be withheld even from some of 
his cabinet colleagues. 

All such sources of weakness are 
insignificant, however, when compared 
with another that has not even been men- 
tioned in the present controversy: The 
unsolved problem of Legalism. 

Again we are indebted to Solzhenitsyn 
for having put his finger on one of the 
century’s biggest and most important 
unsolved problems: “Life organised legalis- 
tically has shown its inability to defend itself 
against the corrosion of evil.” In other words, 
those who break the law and those who 
promote clandestine political purposes, use 
the law against the law. 

A society whose leaders have failed to 
solve this problem finds itself constantly in 
the situation of a pugilist who is compelled 
to obey the Queensberry Rules while his 
opponent is free to make his own rules. Thus 
it is represented as shameful and shocking 
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R. PAUL MATTHEWS 


Of Great Men: The First 
Principle of Progress 


THE EPOCHS that mark and divide up the 
history of a race — that mar or accelerate the 
progress of a people — are dependent upon 
two essential factors: the genetic potential 
of the race, as a racial community; and the 
quality of its leadership. 

All history shows that a grand people 
will achieve their finest deeds under inspiring 
leadership; whereas that very same people 
may sink to lazy mediocrity beneath leaders 
of a lesser stamp. What, for example, 
destroyed the dogged soundness of the 
ancient Romans but the follies of Emperors 
who saw fit to grant Rome’s greatest prize — 
her citizenship — to foreigners, and thereby 
sow the seeds of the race-mixing that was 
the root of Rome’s degeneration? 


SOUTH AFRICAN INFORMATION 
SCANDAL ANALYSED 


Contd. from previous page 


that a government should allow its funds to 
be used for the purpose of presenting what 
could be described as a nationalist or conser- 
vative interpretation of contemporary 
history, but quite permissible for all the 
main channels of access to the public mind 
to be dominated by moneyed power-wielders 
who remain totally incognito. A nation 
trying to defend its security and integrity 
must work always in the light, while its 
enemies work in the dark. 

Thus, too, the CIA is not prevented or 
discouraged by any laws or rules from 
pouring hundreds of millions of American 
tax dollars into countless “front” organis- 
ations and subversive movements around the 
world, including South Africa, and we may 
be sure that much CIA money has been used 
from time to time to set up, or prop up, 
newspapers which that organisation feels it 
can use. Nor is the United States Information 
Service ever likely to be accused of “‘mal- 
practice”, either by its own masters at home 
or by the South African English-language 
Press, for permitting subversive literature to 
be printed in its Johannesburg office. 

Likewise, the World Council of 
Churches can never be accused of malfeasance 
for sending massive funds to terrorists, their 
hands still dripping blood, since that organis- 
ation will have given itself a constitution 
making such behaviour perfectly legitimate. 

Before South Africa’s rulers embark 
on such ventures as funding newspapers and 
friendly organisations at home and abroad, 
or engage in other forms of vitally necessary 
clandestine counter-revolutionary activity, 
they will have to explore at depth, and in 
consultation with the best legal authorities, 
the whole question of legalism in the context 
of the prevaling realities of undeclared war. 
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So, too, with us, the British people: 
are most of us so different in race from 
those proud men who carried the Union 
Jack to the four corners of the world in the 
name of Empire? Indeed we are not! Then 
why now should we simper so helplessly 
whilst our national strength is drained away, 
if not that we are but badly led? 

As soon as a number of men come 
together — especially to do something — 
then power comes into being, and a leader 
emerges. Power is the inevitable product of 
any community. Now power will always 
exist, however well, or badly, it is used; but 
where it is not used, it degenerates into a 
dull, pettifogging authority, the worst kind 
of which is seen in a bureaucracy. 

It is thus an essential of good govern- 
ment that the truly strong hold a com- 
munity’s power, and guide it for the good of 
that community, as only the strong are able. 
(Here I refer not to the merely brash and 
bullying, but to natural leaders — men whom 
we all easily recognise as a matter of instinct.) 

This is of course anathema to the 
apologists of modernist liberalism, who have 
set themselves to destroy all vestiges of true 
might and lordship in the names of ‘freedom’ 
and ‘equality’. Liberal society becomes but a 
collection of destroyers and weak men. If 
the weak are not ruled, then they will rule. 
The ‘will of the people’ becomes the sum 
total of society’s weakness. History forever 
obeys the constant, principle: fail to acknow- 
ledge and use power, and it will decline. 

If, on the other hand, the power of the 
strong is recognised, as men recognised it in 
the past and paid it homage, then a sense of 
power passes from the powerful to the less 
powerful — and in this men have their best 
collective being. 

In the past men looked for, and found, 
their natural commanders: those to whom 
their wills could loyally be subordinated, 
and in whom they found their welfare. The 
ancients looked for their chiefs, and invested 
in them the duty to rule. Sound indeed was 
the Roman who could say ‘‘Caesar ubi Romae 
erit leges conservabit”’: “When Caesar is in 
Rome he will preserve the laws” — how 
much more mature and healthy is this than 
the insipid maunderings of those gibbering 
monkeys of the so-called French Revolution, 
with their ‘freedom’ and ‘equality’! 

To find the best: that is the modern 
dilemma. In the past men were used to 
power — their leaders emerged as of right. 
Today, men have lost the meaning; we have 
but the base scramble of petty politicians. 

The entire West has lost those instincts 
out of which sound institutions grow. One 
lives for today, one lives very fast and 


LORD NELSON 
It took heroes and born leaders to build and 
defend British world power;dwarfs and party 
hacks to throw it away. 


irresponsibly, and this we call ‘freedom’! In 
the name of ‘freedom’ we reject that God- 
sent power that leads men on to their finest 
path, and instead sell ourselves into a new 
slavery: the dictatorship of the proletariat. 

Thus does liberalism lead to Com- 
munism: in plain words, reduction to the 
herd animal. 

In a liberal society, finding the best 
means first throwing off the slavish bonds of 
liberalism. Liberal institutions can never 
provide us with the men of greatness that we 
so badly need. They serve only to undermine 
the will to power, to level down, to make 
cowardly and small. 

Thus our first aim must be to throw 
off the insipid liberalism that so hypnotises 
the modern West. And in this we must raise 
up our leaders and pray for them to be 
strong, for only thus can we drive ourselves 
on, and be driven on, to awaken our people. 
and regain for Britain her soul. 


Fs RAILWAYMEN! wane 


Are you a worker on British Rail or on the 
tubes? You are! Great! Then you should join 
the National Front Railwaymen’s Association. 
NFRA, c/o Excalibur House, 73 Great Eastern 
Street, London EC2. 


Show the Flag 


FLAGS, ROSETTES, 


POLES ETC. 
SEND STAMP FOR LIST 


W. BROWN, 20 SUTTON WAY, 
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* RETURN TO DARKEST AFRICA 


Students of the chaos prevailing in 
Black Africa should be able to compile quite 
a library of cuttings on this fascinating 
subject if they have been following Spearhead 
over recent months. We have brought you 
presidential cannibalism in Uganda, the 
picturesque state of collapse in Zambia, and 
most recently the unbelievable brutality, 
corruption, filth and anarchy which Nigeria 
is presently enjoying. 

This month we look at the blessings of 
‘independence’ in Equatorial Guinea. This 
African ‘nation’ was until 1968 the Spanish 
colony of Rio Muni — and those of the 
Black population who are still alive probably 
wish it still was. According to traditional 
African custom, the ‘moderate’ Black who 
was supposed to lead post-colonial Equatorial 
Guinea, Bonifacio Ondo, was bumped off 
shortly after independence and the country 
became a Marxist dictatorship under 
Francisco Macias Nguema, who happens to 
be insane. 

Among the modest titles which this 
psychopath has bestowed on himself is ““One 
and Only Miracle of Equatorial Guinea”’. 
This however is not quite true, because the 
fact that more than half of the country’s 
population has “‘disappeared”’ since he took 
over is quite miraculous in itself. Out of a 
population of 350,000, at least 50,000 have 
been murdered with the most horrible 
brutality, and a further 145,000 have fled 
into exile. According to the U.S. State 
Department, only fervent supporters of the 
regime are left alive. 

Macias has abolished the traditional 
Spanish form of execution by garotte. 
Prisoners now have their brains bashed in 
with an iron bar instead. According to 
Amnesty International, prisoners in the 
brestacion network of concentration camps 
have had their eyes torn out by Guinean 
National Guards. Others have been forced to 
re-enact the crucifixion of Christ, partici- 
pating in a savage “‘way of the Cross”. Macias 
himself ordered one prisoners to be brought 
to Bata’s airport to hunt rats. When the man 
failed to catch more than four, the rats and 
the prisoner were burned alive. A popular 
form of torture is the “injection” method, in 
which a prisoner’s testicles are beaten while 
forcing him to swallow water. Women 
prisoners have had thorns and other objects 
thrust into their vaginas — and then they 
have been raped. 

Macias ordered his portrait to be 
placed on all Church altars and his name to 


be included in recitations of the Sign of the 
Cross. When the Church refused it was 
banned. One rebellious priest was frozen to 
death in a refrigerator truck. 

The only reason this madman survives 
in power at all is the presence of a Cuban 
bodyguard, now numbering 1,500. You 
know, those are the Cubans that Dr. Owen 
is quite happy to see running things in Africa 
these days. 

More news from the Dark Continent 
in this column soon! 


@ SUBVERSION AND THE C.I.A. 


Elsewhere in this issue Ivor Benson 
comments on the subversive activities of the 
CIA (America’s Central Intelligence Agency) 
in South Africa — subversive, that is, of 
White rule in that country. Can this be true, 
many anti-communists will ask? Is not the 
CIA a bastion of anti-communism and a 
defender of the ‘free West’? The short 
answer to that question is No! While the CIA 
is inevitably staffed by many officers who 
are staunchly anti-communist (a number of 
these were sacked recently by David Aaron, 
deputy chief of the National Security 
Council), the CIA remains a tool of the 
Money Power and its internationalist foreign 
policy. 

Proof of this has come recently in a 
book published in Spain, Terrorismo inter- 
nacional by Luis Gonzalez-Mata, a member 
of General Franco’s secret service. In his 
study of international terrorism he devotes a 
lot of attention to the assassination of 
Admiral Carrero Blanco, General Franco’s 
Prime Minister, by the Marxist Basque 
separatist group ETA. Gonzalez states that 
the carelessness with which this bombing 
operation was carried out attracted the 
attention of a CIA officer in the nearby 
American embassy. Having consulted 
Washington, the CIA’s Madrid station not 
only did nothing to prevent the bomb plot, 
it actually helped the plotters discreetly, 
thus contributing to the collapse of Franquist 
Spain and the emergence of the ‘democratic’ 
pro-EEC Spain that is so pliant to the will of 
‘American’ foreign policy. 

This episode, like the mysterious 
toppling of the Greek Colonels regime, is 
further proof of the sinister international 
role of the CIA. This really should come as 
no surprise, for as we pointed out in this 
column in April last year when analysing the 
sacking of anti-communist CIA agents, the 
CIA is just part of the Rockefeller clique- 
Yale-Harvard old boy network which is a 
major faction of the ‘One World’ financial 
Establishment. Helping by assassination the 
demise of a “fascist” state is so easily 
rationalised by such people as helping to 
bring about “‘stability” in Europe — i.e. the 
kind of cosmopolitan, deracinated, inter- 
nationalised “‘stability” of the One World 
planners, under which the multi-national 
corporations will rule while Spaniards — and 
for that matter Britons, Frenchmen, Germans 


and everyone else — will lead a bovine 
existence. 


® MAKING THE RIGHT NOISES 


One of the best reasons for the for- 
mation of the National Front of Australia is 
called Mr. Paul Everingham, the Chief 
Minister of the Northern Territory. This 
White renegade has announced that the 
territory would be “better off’ as part of 
the federation of Malaysia! 

Referring to the landings in Australia 
of the Vietnamese ‘boat people’ he declared 
that it was “just the beginning”’ and that in 
15 years Australia would be an Asian nation. 
Australia would have to ‘“‘revise’’ its White, 
Anglo-Saxon, Protestant ideas, he said, and 
Australians would have to be educated to 
the fact that their country would become 
Asian. 

“For humanitarian reasons, jobs have 
to be found and created for Asian people. 
We’ve got to accept Asian immigrants. We 
have got to bite the bullet and it’s not going 
to be easy. At the moment, the Northern 
Territory would be better off as part of the 
federation of Malaysia than the federation of 
Australia.” 

One is left quite speechless by this 
kind of race treason, and by the fact that the 
person who uttered it is actually the Chief 
Minister of an Australian territory. What 
makes it even worse is that in all likelihood 
the man would probably admit in private 
that he does not relish the prospect of this 
‘Asian destiny’. But the appalling creep 
knows, like party political hacks the world 
over, that to enthusiastically advocate 
national humiliation and extreme multi- 
racialism is exactly the sort of ‘progressive’ 
right thinking that will keep him in his well- 
paid job, win him lots of fawning newspaper 
publicity and open up even wider vistas 
down the corridors of power. 


© ABOLISHING CHILDREN 


The very latest piece of insanity from 
liberal thinkers appears in one of the 
specialist publications of the poisonous 
magazine New Internationalist. 

These publications cover such inevitable 
topics as Race and Marxism, but there is also 
one on ‘Changing Childhood’. In a publicity 
blurb, this publication is described in the 
following astounding terms: 

“A startling magazine, totally in 
cartoon form, which is absorbing for children 
and adults alike. It systematically explodes 
the myth of ‘childhood’, arguing that this is 
largely an artificial state which will have to 
be abolished if children are to grow up free 
and independent citizens.” 

One is so used to the endless verbiage 
of liberals who want to abolish races and 
sexes and anything else that differentiates 
human beings, that a certain mental immunity 
develops to the full realisation of its evil. But 
it is evil, and what could bring it home more 
than the idea of “‘abolishing childhood’”? 
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MARTIN WEBSTER 


A Special Troubleshooting Book Review 


The Jewish Paradox: Nahum 
Goldmann’s Messianic Vision 


BELIEF that The Protocols of the Learned 
Elders of Zion constitutes the authentic 
minutes of a secret conclave of Jewish leaders 
(in which they disclose their ruthless and 
immoral plans for realising the Messianic 
vision of Jewish world rule) has never been 
an article of faith for me. 

My view is that The Protocols are 
probably the work of a person or persons 
whose studies led them to the conclusion 
that certain religious, mystical, political and 
financial tendencies within Jewry were fusing 
together in such a way as to constitute a 
potent threat to Gentile/Christian civilis- 
ation, and that the author(s) employed the 
“leaked secret documents” format simply as 
a dramatic device for conveying a message 
which if expressed in the form of an orthodox 
exposition would be too complex for 
unsubtle Gentile minds to comprehend. 

This propaganda technique is no more 
dishonest than the ‘“docudramas’”’ seen on 
television in recent months. The Zionist- 
Jewish media moguls responsible for the 
notorious Roots farrago still insist that ‘‘the 
essential message of Roots (i.e. that Whites 
must grovel in shame before Blacks) is still 
valid”. . . even though they now concede 
that claimed “historical sources”’ essential to 
the authenticity of the work are non- 
existent . .. even though the alleged ‘author’, 
Arthur Hailey, has had Court damages of 
half a million dollars awarded against him 

‘for stealing and reprinting in Roots large 
chunks of another author’s book which had 
been honestly published asa work of fiction! 


“PROVING” CONSPIRACY 


Since The Protocols was first published 
at the turn of the century many people have 
sought to show that they are “true” by 
pointing to the events and developments 
which have transpired since publication and 
which, they assert, were presaged in the 
book. The happenings which they point to 
are used as “proof” of the existence of a 
““master conspiracy” rather in the way that 
astronomers have been able to predict the 
existence of planets that they cannot see by 
studying the behaviour of planets that they 
can see. 

While there is something to be said for 
this method of “authenticating” the essential 
message of The Protocols, it still does not 
provide for my sceptical mind adequate hard 
evidence. 

The problem is that while I will agree 
that event X was tragic and trend Y is 
destructive, and that such developments 
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were forewarned in The Protocols, it is 
necessary to determine which events and 
trends were the completely predictable 
product of what one might call ‘natural 
forces’, and which the product of the will 
and organisation of conspirators. 

For example, at the moment there is a 
big scare over the likely impact of micro- 
chips. This technological development will, 
it is said, allow one man to do what 1,000 
men did before. Suppose all the horrific 
predictions concerning the likely impact on 
employment of this new technology are 
proved to be true, would the misery, human 
degradation and _ consequential political 
instability thus caused be the outcome of a 
conspiracy ... or the inability of the Govern- 
ment to prepare and organise society to cope 
with and benefit from a_ technological 
advance as inevitable and as unstoppable as 
the development of the wheel? 

All of which leads me to remark that 
this article is not a review of The Protocols 
of the Learned Elders of Zion nor is it an 
expression of disbelief on my part in inter- 
national political conspiracies in general and 
in Zionist-Jewish conspiracies in particular. 

It is, in fact, a review of another book 
which in my view renders The Protocols 
largely redundant as a means of establishing 
that there does exist within the higher 
echelons of World Jewry a Messianic con- 
spiracy to achieve global power. 


WHO IS NAHUM GOLDMANN? 


That book is The Jewish Paradox by 
Nahum Goldmann — first published in 
France by Editions Stock in 1976, and now 
(1978) in Britain by Weidenfeld and Nicolson. 

Who is Nahum Goldmann that a book 
by him about World Jewry and Zionism 
should be so significant? Quite simply, until 
he died he was probably the most influential 
Jewish personality of our age. Indeed, he 
was the leader of World Jewry. 

Born in Lithuania in 1895, Goldmann 
was educated to doctorate level in Germany 
where, from 1928 to 1933 he published the 
first ten volumes of the Encyclopaedia 
Judaica. Quitting Germany when Hitler 
came to power he devoted himself to 
mobilising World Jewry and its allies to 
make war against the Third Reich. With the 
influential leader of American Jewry, Stephen 
S. Wise, he formed the World Jewish Congress 
at a conference in Geneva in 1936. He 
became President of the WJC in 1956 until 
his retirement in 1968. During the same 
period he simultaneously held the presidency 


of the World Zionist Organisation. 

From the 1930's until his death he has 
been treated by Kremlin, White House, 
Whitehall and Vatican as the leading states- 
man and chief representative of a great and 
powerful nation — World Jewry — even 
though he refused all governmental office in 
Israel once the Jewish state came to be 
created. 

A holder of eight passports Goldmann 
became close friends with the likes of Maxim 
Litvinov the Soviet Foreign Minister (from 
whom he received a personal advance warning 
of the Molotov-Ribbentrop Pact and the 
World War it would facilitate); Dean Acheson, 


the American Secretary of State (whom he 


persuaded to put the Truman Government 
of the U.S. behind the partition of Palestine 
and speedy recognition of the State of Israel); 
Konrad Adenauer, the first Chancellor of 
West Germany (with whom he concluded a 
war reparations agreement which led to 
West Germany paying to Israel eighty 
BILLION Marks); and Dag Hammarskjéld, 
Secretary-General of the United Nations (to 
whom he was able to say: “Go and see Nasser 
for nie . #5): 

Truly — if there is a Sanhedrin of 
learned elders in the way that The Protocols 
would have us believe, then Nahum Gold- 
mann was its President from 1936 to 1968! 

For all the above-mentioned (and much 
other unmentioned) biographical data about 
Goldmann that I have culled from The Jewish 
Paradox, the book is not, fundamentally, an 
autobiographical work. It is a series of 
dissertations on political and philosophical 
themes together with biographical anecdotes 
— some of which serve to illustrate a 
particular theme, while others merely illus- 
trate the author’s undoubted vanity. 


CYNICAL CONTRADICTIONS 


The Jewish ‘paradoxes’ which Gold- 
mann (not always intentionally) reveals in 
his book are, in many cases, the very cynical 
contradictions and acts of hypocrisy and 
deceit that have provided fuel for so many 
of my fires in Spearhead these many years 
past and which are ritualistically denounced 
as “anti-Semitic outbursts” by Dr. Jacob 
Gewirtz, Executive Director of the Defence 
Committee of the Board of Deputies of 
British Jews (the British section of the WJC). 

In my articles I have often stressed 
that Zionist-Jewry is at the forefront of the 
propaganda campaign to incite Gentile Whites 
to inter-breed with Black races, while at the 
same time the Jewish community goes to 
fantastic lengths to see to it that Jews marry 
Jewesses only. 

This contradiction is illustrated in 
Chapter 3: “The Will to be Jewish”. To 
begin with Goldmann makes the ritual anti- 
racialist noises and cliches: 

“For me, a Jew is a man who is born 
Jewish or who has become Jewish by con- 
version, and who feels Jewish. That’s all... 
what counts is the will to remain Jewish.” 

Contd. on page 17 


IAN ANDERSON 


TORIES, LIBERALS, LABOUR 
—ALL BANKRUPT? 


WITHOUT DOUBT the recent acquisition of 
Excalibur House has been one of the greatest 
steps forward in the growth of the National 
Front. It is even more remarkable that a 
young party can raise this money at a time 
when the three other parties are all facing 
serious financial crises. 

These crises have been developing ever 
since the late 1950’s when the Conservative 
and Labour Parties were at their strongest. 
The Tories could then claim a membership 
of over three million, whereas this has fallen 
to less than one and a half million. In early 
1978 they made an attempt to reverse this 
decline by launching their “Link up with the 
Conservatives” campaign, but there is no 
evidence that this had anything but a small 
temporary slowing of the decline. 

Similarly the Labour Party has seen its 
constituency membership fall from a peak of 
over 800,000 to about 300,000. Inevitably 
this decline has had a disastrous effect on 
the income of these two parties, and they 
have been forced to look to other sources to 
make up the deficit. 

The Conservatives have turned to their 
supporters in big business, who in the six 
years from 1971 to 1977 handed over more 
than ten million pounds. The Labour Party 
has turned to the Unions who are now 
extracting between one and two million 
pounds from their members each year for 
the coffers of Transport House. 

But even with the addition of these 
relatively huge sums, the incomes of the 
parties are in decline as was illustrated by 
the Houghton Report: 


Central Income of Parties in Non-Election 
Years, Indexed to allow for Inflation 
1967/68 1972/73 1975/76 


Conservative 1041 967 801 
Labour 457 645 584 
Liberal 132 60 49 


Even more indicative of the decline are 
the levels of reserves: 


Central Reserves of Parties Indexed to allow 
for Inflation 


1968 1972 1975 
Conservative 913 1624 338 
Labour 870 385 190 
Liberal —104 9 —13 


The Liberal Party can be seen to be in 
an even more serious position than the other 
two as it cannot turn to big business or to 
the unions to bail it out. 

With this lack of money the party 
organisation inevitably suffers and this can 
readily be seen in the number of full time 
party agents that are employed. The Conser- 
vative Party, which traditionally has had the 


best political machine in the country, has 
seen the number of agents fall from over 500 
to about 340, while the number of Labour 
agents has fallen from 204 in 1966 to just 
77Lin 1978. 


OBVIOUS ANSWER SCARES 


This collapse in income and organis- 
ation has the parties very worried and they 
are desperately seeking new ways to increase 
their income. For a young vigorous party 
such as the National Front, the answer 
would be obvious, to expand the membership 
and appeal for greater individual contri- 
butions. Yet the old parties are scared that 
to ask for greater contributions would 
simply result in a loss of members, even 
though their annual subscriptions are 
ridiculously low; the Labour Party asks for 
£1.20, the Liberals for £1.00 and the average 
Tory contribution is about 25p. 

They have therefore come up with an 
alternative solution. Let the taxpayer sub- 


“ti 


sidise them. The Labour and Liberal Parties 
have long been in favour of state subsidisation, 
while the Tories have claimed to be against 
it; yet this has not stopped them from 
already accepting, as an opposition party, 
over half a million pounds. Not only have 
they come up with this scheme to hand out 
millions of pounds to themselves, they have 
at the same time decided to ensure that only 
approved establishment parties will receive 
this money. When the Houghton Report was 
first debated in Parliament it was admitted 
that the rules under which parties could 
receive such aid would specifically eliminate 
“extremist parties such as the National 
Front.” 

Meanwhile just to make sure that no 
other party can break into their cosy West- 
minster set-up, they are trying to complete 
the vicious circle of political finance by 
raising election deposits to £1,000. The 
Tory, Labour and Liberal Parties should 
have no trouble paying these — after all, the 
Liberals have suggested an immediate hand 
out of £8,000,000 of your money. 

However even such enormous state aid 
will not halt the accelerating decline in their 
membership, their organisation and the 
number of activists. It is only a matter of 
time before a young vigorous party will once 
and for all smash their cosy, decaying system 
of corruption. That party will be the 
National Front. 


Liberal leaders look grim in 1974, but now their financial prospects look even bleaker. No 
more money from Jack Hayward to bale them out in this year’s General Election! 


INSTANT LOTTERY jt aid of the EXCALIBUR CLUB 


Branches! Groups! NF Members! Carry a fruit machine in your pocket — 
and you can’t fail to make big money! The lottery tickets in aid of the 


Excalibur Club are available now. 


JACKPOT £500 


plus 2 x £50, plus 10 x £10, plus 25 x £5 
PLUS hundreds of smaller prizes so that 1 TICKET IN EVERY 10 IS 
A WINNER 
Tickets 20p each, available in books of 100 tickets. Full details from 
Excalibur Club, 73 Great Eastern Street, London E.C.2. 
VERY GENEROUS DISCOUNT 
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JOHN TYNDALL 


To the Euro-Parliament — A firm NVO/ 


FOR THE PAST THREE YEARS discussion 
has taken place within the National Front as 
to whether the party should participate in 
the coming European elections. Several 
members have approached me to hear my 
opinion on the matter, and a contribution to 
the debate was made in the columns of 
Spearhead in its issue of August 1976. As 
these elections are not now far away, I feel 
that our party must resolve once and for all 
any lingering doubts that may exist on this 
question. 

At a meeting earlier this year the 
National Directorate discussed and voted 
upon the question of participation in Euro- 
elections and the result was that it decided 
by a majority decision that the NF should 
not participate. 

I was one of that majority who voted 
against participation, and in the event of the 
debate ever being re-opened I shall un- 
doubtedly vote the same way again. In this 
article 1 would like to lay out my reasons 
for doing so in case there is still any lingering 
sympathy in the party for the idea of NF 
involvement. 


THE CASE FOR 


Those who have declared themselves in 
favour of such involvement have taken care 
to say that they are unequivocal in their 
opposition in principle both to European 
elections and to British membership of 
Europe itself, and I do not question their 
sincerity in this regard. The basis of their 
support for the idea of NF participation is, 
they claim, a purely practical one. We must, 
they say, recognise the Common Market as a 
fact, and until such time as we can disengage 
from it we must learn to live with it. From 
this position the pro-participants have pro- 
duced a number of supporting arguments, 
the main ones of which I have heard being 
these :— 

(a) While we are in the Market someone 
should be in the Euro-parliament to speak 
up for British interests. If Britain and other 
countries elect nationalists to the parliament, 
these nationalists can get together to combat 
the machinations of the internationalists. 

(b) If we oppose the Market, the best 
way to wreck it is from the inside. 

(c) Participation in the Market elections 
will afford the NF a great chance to make 
publicity for its anti-Market view. 

(d) The NF ought to be “where the 
action is” and that is where the action will 
be, politically speaking, when the elections 
are being held. 


LUDICROUS 


Let us first deal with argument (a). A 
moment’s thought will establish that this 
argument is utterly ludicrous. In the forth- 
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coming elections there is not a cat-in-hell’s 
chance of an NF candidate getting elected, 
but, even if there were, such candidates as 
we could get into the parliament, together 
with nationalists from other countries, 
would represent a tiny and totally ineffective 
minority certain to be out-voted at every 
turn by the massed batallions of inter- 
nationalists within the parliament. 

As for speaking up for ‘“‘British 
interests”, there is only one conceivable 
British interest where the Common Market is 
concerned and that is for us to get out. The 
decision to bring us out will be made, not in 
the European parliament, but in the British 
parliament and the power to make that 
decision will be derived from representation, 
not at Brussels, but at Westminster. 

To those who would say that while we 
are still stuck in the Market it is better that 
we should get the best possible deal for our- 
selves out of it, | would reply that this is 
quite illusory. Any decision that gives Britain 
a better rake-off from the Market racket 
only strengthens the case of the pro-Market 
lobby in this country and weakens that of 
the anti-Market lobby, thus postponing the 
day of our exit from the Market. Every 
event in the Market that harms Britain as a 
participant, while perhaps causing us 
temporary pain, is in fact in the long term to 
our advantage as it serves to build up that 
opposition to the Market within Britain which 
is the only guarantor that we will ultimately 
pull out. 


THE ‘WRECKING’ THEORY 


What I have said in the preceding para- 
graphs largely answers argument (b). No 
group that we could conceivably elect to the 
European parliament would be able, with or 
without the alliance of other nationalists, to 
“wreck” the Market; on the contrary, they 
would just represent a troublesome minority 
within European councils which would 
succeed only in drawing unsavoury press and 
media comment and thereby probably dis- 
credit the anti-Marketeers’ case by making 
them appear negative and destructive in 
contrast to the “‘constructiveness” of the 
Marketeers. 

Never worry, the Marketeers themselves 
will wreck, and are wrecking, the Market; we 
do not need to do it for them! 

Quite apart from what such represen- 
tatives would do in the Market parliament in 
the unlikely event of their getting elected, 
they would attain scant credibility with the 
British public in the process of seeking 
election. To ask people to elect you to a 
body in order that you may wreck it from 
the inside is not the best way to win votes. 
The subtlety of such a strategy is likely to be 
lost on the great majority of British electors. 


PUBLICITY 


Argument (c) is the most persuasive 
one employed by those who support partici- 
pation, and it deserves careful and serious 
examination. I certainly gave longer thought 
to this argument before rejecting it than I 
did to the others. 

When we consider the value of publicity 
to be derived from an election campaign we 
must look at it in two ways. Firstly, there is 
the publicity to be obtained from our election 
literature and media attention in the run-up 
to an election. Secondly, there is the publicity 
which follows the election’s result. Needless 
to say, if the NF fares poorly in that result 


.this offsets much of the advantage gained 


from the publicity beforehand. The media is 
thus able to say that the electorate has 
decisively rejected the policies upon which 
the party has campaigned. Remember, the 
chief barrier to our getting mass support is 
not the people’s disagreement with what we 
say but the feeling of those who do agree 
with what we say that they are in electoral 
terms a minority. A bad result confirms this 
feeling. 

What are the chances of good or bad 
results for the NF in Euro-elections? Of 
course it is impossible to make crystal ball 
forecasts that prove infallibly correct but, as 
we cannot currently fight all elections 
because of the limitations of our resources, 
we have to make some realistic assessment of 
where and where not, when and when not, 
to fight on the basis of evidence available. 


PRO-MARKETEERS LIKELY TO 
DOMINATE POLL 


Present evidence suggests that the poll 
in the European elections will not be high. 
Apart from general apathy, there is the fact 
that Euro-elections represent a new and 
strange departure for British people which 
will take some time to become established 
habit. Probably the most enthusiastic pro- 
Marketeers will come out to vote, while the 
growing section of anti-Marketeers will not 
vote. All this points to the likelihood of a 
poor vote for the NF. This cannot of course 
be predicted with certainty — in politics very 
little is certain — but it is a strong, odds-on 
probability. 

Not only would a low vote for us be 
bad for our party; it would be bad for the 
anti-Market cause generally, for it would 
enable the media to proclaim that the elec- 
torate, in the way that they had voted, had 
overwhelmingly endorsed the Market and 
rejected those who stood in opposition to 
the Market. 

It is therefore likely that the result of 
the Euro-elections would do much to undo 
any good done by the publicity we received 
in the run-up to them. So far as this publicity 


is concerned, it would impose upon us the 
additional problem of focussing attention on 
an apparent paradox in NF policy. We would 
be required to explain to the electorate why 
it was that a party which was in principle 
against both the Common Market elections 
and the Common Market itself was partici- 
pating in these elections. I have already 
examined the problems of credibility that 
this would create. It would not require too 
much imagination by the rulers of the media 
to devise ways of presenting our position 
here in such a way as to make it look quite 
ridiculous. A simple press or TV interview 
would accomplish this result by posing to 
the NF questions which quite logically could 
not be answered except by resort. to verbal 
acrobatics of the kind one associates only 
with the most puerile old party hacks. 


THE COST 


In every major election campaign upon 
which we embark we have to balance the 
expected value of the publicity gained against 
the enormous cost and commitment that 
such a campaign represents to a small party 
like ours with very limited resources. In this 
coming year we are going to have to fight 
the British General Election on a scale never 
attempted before. This is going to eat up 
every penny, every nerve and every breath 
we have. I would regard it as the height of 
irresponsibility as leader of our party to 
commit its slender resources to an additional 
campaign which could exhaust our capability 
to fight the British election — for a political 
advantage that is doubtful in the extreme. 

There is yet another factor which we 
should not overlook when examining this 
question of political advantage. Just sup- 
posing that there is, contrary to present 
evidence, a substantial anti-Market vote to 
be picked up by those parties campaigning, 
do we imagine for a moment that the large 
and established parties will neglect to exploit 
that vote? Labour’s broad commitment to 
supporting the Market did not prevent them 
selecting in Austin Mitchell an anti-Market 
candidate to fight a recent by-election at 
Grimsby where they calculated that the 
fishing interest would supply a lot of anti- 
Market votes. Mitchell won Grimsby against 
all the current national trend. It needs little 
foresight to guess that wherever the NF 
announced that it would stand a candidate 
for Europe (and the areas in which we could 
stand would be very limited in number) 
Labour would immediately plonk one of its 
own anti-Market men down in the same area 
to stand against us, as it put Mitchell in the 
field at Grimsby. The media would then 
dutifully do their part by depicting such a 
candidate as the only anti-Market contender 
to be taken seriously. 


WHAT WE CAN DO 


This brings us to argument (d). Must 
we, by not participating in the Euro-elections, 


absent ourselves from “where the action is”? 
Quite the contrary, we can be right where 
the action is but with much greater effect in 
return for much less effort. Everywhere we 
can mount, with a fraction of the trouble 
and expense of standing candidates, an 
extremely vocal and convincing “don’t vote” 
campaign — a campaign calling upon the 
public to boycott the elections, which will 
publicise our anti-Market policy equally 
effectively, which will not involve us in 
embarrassing contortions when we are asked 
to explain our position, and which will carry 
with it a much greater chance of moral 
victory at the end, since, as I have said, the 
poll is not likely to be high. The pro- 
Marketeers would face the daunting task of 
achieving a prolific and enthusiastic turn-out 
of voters in order to prove that our boycott 
call had had no effect. 


THE OVER-RIDING FACTOR 


In this analysis so far I have attempted 
to answer the case for participation by the 
NF in European elections on a purely 
practical and pragmatic basis, as that is the 
basis on which the adherents of participation 
have stated that case. In no way does any- 
thing I have so far said, however, constitute 
my main reason for opposing participation, 
as I do vehemently and passionately. 

First and foremost I am in opposition 
to the National Front involving itself in 
European elections because were it to do so 
it would constitute a betrayal of everything 
we have ever stood for as a party. 

The National Front was founded, 
before anything else, to fight for National 
Sovereignty and Nationalism. For 12 years 
this has lain at the root of everything that it 
has ever said or done. In the European 
Common Market, with its supra-national 
aims and ideals, we see the antithesis and 
enemy of everything that we stand for as a 
party, and in the European parliament and 
the elections thereto we see the ultimate 
process by which the supra-national aims of 
the EEC, and the consequent obliteration of 
British sovereignty, are to be given effect. 

If it has been right for us to oppose 
everything that the Common Market has 
done and represented up to now, it is doubly 
right that we should oppose the parliament 
of the Common Market, which is the final 
consecration of the European idea. 

This is how it is seen by that section of 
the public which has observed with interest 
and growing sympathy the development of 
our movement and which constitutes the 
base of the electoral support that we must 
mobilise in the years ahead if we are to be 
successful in the British political arena. 


UNIQUE QUALITY 


The special and unique quality that we 
possess as a party, the quality which in the 
long run will become our greatest political 
asset, is the firmness of our principles and 


the fact that everything that we have said 
and done over the years has been thoroughly 
consistent with those principles. 

In an age in which the other parties 
are gradually discrediting themselves by their 
opportunistic manoeuvres and contortions 
and by their surrender of principle to the 
expediency of the moment, this consistency 
of the NF can and will earn us increasing 
respect. If we attempt to partake in the 
political gyrations that are characteristic of 
the modern age, we are playing a game at 
which we can be beaten at every turn by our 
opponents, to whom the game comes so 
much more naturally than to ourselves, and 
who have become practised masters at that 
game over generations. We can eventually 
beat them only if we exploit the special 
quality and appeal that lies within ourselves, 
which is our undeviating commitment to the 
tenets of our faith and our expression of 
that commitment in every facet of word and 
action. 

Our outright rejection of elections to 
Europe will be understood by the British 
public and respected as being in accordance 
with every stand that we have ever made as a 
party. With increasing disillusionment with 
the Common Market and thus with all 
institutions associated with it, the fact that 
we will emerge untainted by any involvement 
with that Market will be one of the major 
sources of our vindication in British politics. 


WE WOULD SOIL OURSELVES 


On the other hand, should we parti- 
cipate in the treason of Market elections — 
for treason it is — we will have soiled our- 
selves in the eyes of the very public from 
which we shall eventually seek the mandate 
we need to save this country. The explan- 
ations that we may employ to justify 
ourselves to this public would, I assure every 
supporter of our party, only serve to 
obfuscate and bewilder. To the voter we 
would simply become part of the racket. 

To enter candidates in the elections 
to the European parliament is to all effective 
purposes to acknowledge the validity and 
legality of that parliament as an institution. 
We do not acknowledge either its validity or 
legality. On the contrary, we place it in no 
different category to that of a foreign 
occupying power, and any truck with it on 
our part would deservingly invite upon us 
that term of supreme odium in the last war: 
collaborator. 

We are in business to fight the collabor- 
ators, not to join them; to wage war on 
Treason, not to enter into the chambers of 
Treason. When the British people finally 
awaken to the Treason being committed in 
their midst and in their name, they will want 
no part of those who have shared in it and 
bargained with it, however loosely. They will 
look for deliverance to those who from the 
beginning have been its most resolute and 
uncompromising foes. 
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The Queen's 
Christmas Message 


What Her Majesty said... 


At Christmas we look back nearly 
2,000 years to an event which was to bring 
new hope and confidence to all subsequent 
generations. 

The birth of Christ gave us faith in the 
future. As I read through some earlier 
Christmas broadcasts I was struck by the 
way that this same idea — faith in the future 
— kept recurring. 

You have heard three generations 
talking about the future. My grandfather 
could not have known what was in store for 
his grandchildren; yet his faith in the future 
gave him quiet confidence that the stern 
tests would be overcome. And so it has 
proved. 

My father watched his grandchildren 
take their first steps. He knew that all the 
sacrifices and anxiety of the dark days of the 
war had been worthwhile. Now it is our turn 
to work for a future in which our grand- 
children take their first steps one day. 

We cannot be certain what lies ahead 
for them, but we should know enough to 
put them on the right path. We can do this if 
we have the good sense to learn from the 
experience of those who have gone before us 
and to hold on to all the good that has been 
handed down to us in trust. 

Look around at your families as you 
are gathered together for Christmas. Look at 
the younger ones — they are the future and 
just as we were helped to understand and to 
appreciate the values of a civilised community 
it is now our responsibility to help them do 
the same. 

We must not let the difficulties of the 
present or the uncertainties of the future to 
cause us to lose faith. You remember the 
saying, ‘The optmist proclaims that we live 
in the best of all possible worlds and the 
pessimist fears that this is true.’ 

It is far from easy to be cheerful and 
constructive when things around us suggest 
the opposite; but to give up the effort would 
mean, as it were, to switch off hope for a 
better tomorrow. 

Even if the problems seem _ over- 
whelming there is always room for optimism. 
Every problem presents us with the oppor- 
tunity both to find an answer for ourselves 
and to help others. 

The context of the lives of the next 
generation is being set, here and now, not 
so much by the legacy of science or wealth 
or political structures that we shall leave 
behind us, but by the example of our 
attitudes and behaviour to one another and 
by trying to show unselfish, loving and 
creative concern for those less fortunate 
than ourselves. Christians have the compelling 
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example of the life and teaching of Christ. 
For myself I would like nothing more than 
that my grandchildren should hold dear His 
ideals which have helped and inspired so 
many previous generations. 

I wish you all, together with your 
children and grandchildren, a very happy 
Christmas. 


... And what she ought to 
have said 


At Christmas it is a good time to take 
stock of the fortunes of our country and 
people over the past year — and indeed over 
the past few decades. 

Who, when: doing this, can be satisfied 
that we have made the most of the oppor- 
tunities that have been given to us? It must 
surely be our resolve, as a new year 
approaches, to reverse the tide of national 
impoverishment and decline that has flowed 
for so long. 

To accomplish this, to achieve national 
recovery, we need faith in the future. But 
faith alone is not enough. We must have 
knowledge — knowledge of where we have 
gone wrong in the past and where we must 


change direction in the future. We must have © 


will — the will to surmount all obstacles to 
recovery. And we must work hard. We must 
recognise that nothing worthwhile in this 
world is achieved without work — and 
struggle. 

You have heard three generations 
talking about the future. My grandfather 
could not have known how disastrously our 
country, and its Empire and Commonwealth, 
would fare after his death. My father 
perhaps did not know, when he died not 
long after the war, how all the sacrifices and 
anxiety of the dark days of the war would 
have become wasted and in no way worth- 
while. Now it is our turn to work for a 
future for our grandchildren in which those 
same mistakes and failures will not be 
repeated. 

Look around at your younger ones as 
you are gathered for Christmas. It is our 
responsibility to ensure that they are helped 
to understand the qualities that make a 


‘nation great, prosperous, successful and 


strong, and given the encouragement to 
develop those qualities — in a way that was 
not given to us. 

Apart from the qualities that I have 
mentioned, we must develop again the 
qualities of patriotism and national pride. 
Our nation’s most distant past is a great one 
—a past of incomparable achievement. We 
must nurture awareness of this past in a way 
that stimulates pride and confidence of what 
we can again achieve as a nation. We must all 


Below is an abridged version of the 
Christmas message of Her Majesty the Queen. 
Following it (again abridged) is the sort of 
speech we would have liked to hear from her. 


No disrespect to Her Majesty is intended in this 
exercise, for we realise that her public state- 
ments must be phrased in conformity with the 
wishes of her political advisers. Any disrespect 
is intended for those advisers. 


of us put our nation first and think of and 
work for our nation before ourselves. 

We must again develop national unity 
— unity between all our regions and between 
all our classes. We must work for greater 
unity between the British people and their 
kinfolk overseas, who are also my subjects. 
When our kinfolk overseas are in trouble, we 
must help them and not their enemies — just 
as they helped us in the past, rather than 
help our enemies. 

We must ensure that the frontiers of 
our land, and its overseas interests, are 
properly defended. We must never relax our 
vigilance against the foreign foe. We must 
provide our forces with the necessary 
weapons and training for defence. We must 
imbue the young with a sense of obligation 
towards national defence. 

As this is a Christian festival, we 
should think deeply of the foundation of 
Christianity. It lies solidly in the Western 
World and with those races and nations that 
comprise the West. It is indissolubly bound 
up with Western culture, as is demonstrated 
by the great architecture, art, music and 
literature that are part of it and which the 
peoples of the West alone could have created. 
Essential to the survival of Christianity is the 
survival of the great nations and races of the 
West and the preservation of their peerless 
culture against alien influences that threaten. 
to destroy it. 

We must never forget that international 
bolshevism and all its works are the enemies 
of this Christian heritage. If we are to defend 
that heritage, we must arm ourselves, 
spiritually, intellectually and _ physically, 
against the poison of bolshevism — both at 
home and around the world. 

And as ardently as we hate bolshevism 
we should love our own country, our own 
people and their unique culture and civilis- 
ation. For myself | want nothing more than 


‘that my grandchildren should grow up 


dedicated to these duties. 

I wish you all, together with your 
children and grandchildren, a very happy 
Christmas and I urge upon you all to work 
with every effort for the recovery of our 
country in the New Year. 


MESSAGE FROM A FILM CLASSIC 


OUR ‘HIGH NOON’ 
APPROACHES 


BBC TELEVISION did us a favour last 
month by doing a revival of the 1950s film 
classic High Noon, starring Gary Cooper. It 
is difficult to remember any films that have 
said as much about our contemporary 
predicament as this one, and National Front 
supporters in particular must have been 
struck by how closely it paralleled their 
situation. 

Cooper, it will be remembered, played 
Will Kane, just about to retire as Marshal of 
a small Western town and go on his honey- 
moon with his newly wed bride. At the last 
moment he received news that an outlaw 
whom he brought to justice in the past had 
been released from jail and was on his way 
to the town by train in order to exact 
revenge on the Marshal. Three of the 
outlaw’s cronies were already in the town 
waiting for him and it was evident that 
when he arrived they were going to form a 
gang which, having eliminated the Marshal 
himself, would terrorise the town and 
virtually do as they liked in it. 

Kane saw it as his duty to remain in 
the town and deal with the gang before 
discarding his Marshal’s badge and setting off 
on his honeymoon. This led his bride to 
threaten to leave him and to make off for 
the station as if to carry out that threat. 

Undeterred, Kane set about attempting 
to rally around him a team of deputies to 
help him cope with the gang. To his great 
dismay, the menfolk of the town were most 
unwilling to be thus rallied. Frightened to 
death of the consequences of confrontation 
with the gang, and particularly with their 
leader, one Frank Miller, they seemed to 
prefer to let the gang go their way. In short 
they opted for servitude rather than fight. 

One local man did offer to help to 
begin with, and this made the numbers of 
law-enforcers up to two! Two lawmen against 
four outlaws — with the rest of the towns- 
men, well able to outnumber the outlaws if 
they wished, terrified neutrals. 

With the gangleader due to arrive at 
noon on Sunday, Kane in desperation went 
to the local church, where many townsfolk 
were attending the service an hour before. 
Once again he appealed for help. Once again 
he met with no response. 

With the service stopped, one citizen 
after another got up to air his point of view. 
The views heard were revealing. 

Nearly all agreed that Kane had been 
a fine Marshal and that during his time of 
office that town had been safer for law- 
abiding people than ever before. In this new 
situation, however, none was prepared to 
back him. One man got up and urged upon 
the company present that the affair was 


purely a personal one between Kane and. 


Miller, and that if the former quit town no 
one else in the town would be bothered. 
Another spoke of the possibilities of big 
investment by the Federal Government in 
the town, which would be ruined if news got 
out of gunfighting there. 

Some men at first did agree to rally 
to the Marshal’s side but they were later 
dissuaded by the voice of the cowardly 
majority. 

Gradually the townsfolk came to hate 
Kane more than they hated the outlaws. 
They took the view that if he disappeared 
and left them to it they could come to some 
accommodation with those outlaws — an 
accommodation they wouldn’t particularly 
enjoy but which was preferable to a fight 
and possible loss of life. The men of the 
town had lost their manhood and their self- 
respect and were willing to buy peace at any 
price. They resented Kane’s presence as a 
reminder of what real manhood and self- 
respect were. 


DROPPED OUT 


Eventually even the one man who had 
at first volunteered dropped out when he 
realised that he and Kane were going to be 
alone. 

Kane then faced the outlaws single- 
handed. As noon struck they arrived and 


battle began — with the rest of the men in 
the town cowering behind their windows. 
Miraculously, he picked them off one 


‘by one, with the last minute help of his wife 


who, with a stab of conscience at the last 
moment, jumped off the train as it was 
leaving and hurried back to be with her 
husband. She arrived just in time to shoot 
one of the outlaws herself. Kane had won 
and the town, while shame-faced, was 
grateful. He and his wife rode off. 

Kane was the National Front. The 
outlaw gang were the politicians and mobs 
of the revolutionary left. The townsfolk 
were the ‘respectable’ British majority. 

Like the townsfolk of the film, the 
‘respectable’ majority does not particularly 
like being ruled by rogues but it likes less the 
prospect of facing up to them. Like the 
townsfolk of the film, the ‘respectable’ 
majority nurses the illusion that when the 
rogues make trouble it is only the presence 
of the NF (Kane) that causes them to do so. 
If the NF (Kane) disappeared, they could 
live at peace with the rogues. 

As with the townsfolk and Kane, 
many of the ‘respectable’ majority actually 
dislikes the NF for being prepared to fight 
the rogues — no doubt in part because by 
doing so it reminds them of their own spine- 
lessness and desertion of duty. 

Like Kane, we must face the outlaws 
of our society — political and otherwise — 
the wreckers and bullies of society virtually 
alone — for the time being. Only when we 
show signs of gaining the upper hand over 
those wreckers and bullies will the majority 
appreciate us. 

It is not an easy life. We must look to 
the Kanes of this world for inspiration and 
we must try to live up to their example. 
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SIR: I was very pleased to read Mr. Ronald 


Rickord’s article (October °’78) ‘Britain 
Undefended’. I would like to add just one 
further point. Many a time people have said 
to me: “But surely, if we went to war again 
we could rally around the flag like we did in 
1939 and many times in the past” (a Conser- 
vative viewpoint). My reply is that you could 
not be more wrong in making such a 
comparison. 

Unlike in 1939 and earlier, Britain 
today could not raise an army almost over- 
night. Military equipment now takes many 
years to develop. It may take as long as 
twenty years from the original concept to 
the mass production and full service status 
of today’s modern combat aircraft. 

Britain today has not got a home-built 
fighter of British design even to put into 
mass production. All Britain has to defend 
herself in the near future is the Panavia 
Tornado two-seat multi-role fighter being 
built in small numbers in partnership with 
West Germany and Italy. That is why the 
topmost priority should be given to the 
research, design and development of home- 
built British military hardware the instant 
that the National Front forms a government. 

BRENT CHEETHAM 
NF Prospective Parliamentary 
candidate for Watford 


SIR: I expect your readers are as tired as I 
am of reading about the alleged ‘New Wave’ 
of right-wing thinking which the likes of Paul 
Johnson inform us is about to sweep the 
world and save us all from ‘Socialism’. This 
so-called right-wing thinking is nothing but 
a rehash of old-style libertarianism souped 
up with current free market doctrines from 
the likes of Hayek and Friedman. These 
‘New Wave’ thinkers have just made the 
brilliant discovery that Socialism is a failure! 
Their doctrines are not ‘right-wing’ at all but 
merely classically liberal, obsessed with 
‘freedom’ i.e. do-as-you-please capitalism. 
According to Paul Johnson in a recent 
article, these ‘right-wing’ thinkers are shortly 
to gather for an international seminar on 
such pure liberal themes as ‘Will the Open 
Society Last Until 1984?’ And by discussing 
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such topics they think they are addressing 
themselves to the great problem of the day! 
Little do they realise that the liberal ‘open 
society’ is itself the problem. They are the 
problem! 

After reading so much of this drivel 
masquerading as revolutionary Rightist 
thinking recently, how refreshing it is to 
hear that in France a genuinely ‘right-wing’ 
intellectual coup d'etat has taken place — of 
far more significance than all the meanderings 
of the Hayeks, Josephs, Friedmans and 
Johnsons put together. A provincial news- 
paper owner Robert Hersant has acquired 
the influential daily Le Figaro, and to 
counter the influence of the leftist daily Le 
Monde has brought together as its editorial 
staff Alan de Benoist and his team from the 
superb so-called ‘“neo-fascist” journal 
Nouvelle Ecole. This Figaro/Nouvelle Ecole 
team, as well as continuing with its separate 
journals, is also starting a publishing house 
and printing a half million circulation Figaro- 


Magazine. This development bodes very well 
for genuine ‘right-wing’ intellectual influence, 
for these people are not merely anti- 
communist but anti-liberal permissive demo- 
cracy, anti-leftist Christianity, anti-Freud, 
anti-monopoly capitalist, pro-racialist, pro- 
nationalist and admirers of such foreigners 
as Hans Eysenck and the German writer of 
the 30’s Ernst Junger. 

France has thus shown that a real 
cultural swing to the Right is possible. Let’s 
hope it spreads! 

A. F. LAWRENCE 
London, W.11 


SIR: Congratulations on Martin Webster’s 
anti-media piece in last month’s issue. He has 
got it dead right. Crush the monopoly left- 
wing stranglehold on the media, and on the 
boob-tube in particular, and three quarters 
of the battle is already won. 
DAVID BARBER, 
Boreham Wood, Herts 


African 
terrorists 


I WOULD like to reply to 
your two correspondents 
(Observer 18 November). As 
an “expert” on African 
affairs as Z Siddikee implies 
in his/her letter, it is a pity 
he/she has failed to grasp 
and answer my letter in the 
Observer. 

But I would like to answer 
two points from his letter. 
Z Siddikee mentions “the 
British Government’s gen- 
erous help to General Amin 
of Uganda to overthrow Dr 
Obote’s regime.” What this 
has to do with Rhodesia and 
my points, I don’t know. 
How I, and the NF can be 
brought to answer for a 
mass-murderer like Amin, I 
cannot imagine. But with 
Amin at least he dresses up 
like a clown, with all his 
self-awarded medals. 

Unlike the appalling Dr 
David Owen. When Z Siddi- 
kee mentions “the white 
man will go to any length 
to support his kinsmen,” it 
is unfortunately untrue. 
What about the mercenaries 
in Angola? Surely a stain 
on the British Government. 
Unlike the courageous stand 
of the Israelis at Entebbe. 
Why does J D Robinson 


-members of BCC are 


LETTER OF THE MONTH 


Spearhead publishes the best letter to the press on National Front policy every 
month. Send your cutting to us not later than the 15th of the previous month. You 
could win a £1 Nationalist Books voucher. This month’s winner (below) was 
published in the Rochdale Observer. 


think the only connection 
between Joshua Nkomo’s 


Communist terrorists, and 
the Zambian government is 
that the terrorists ‘‘operate” 
from Zambia. If it was not 
so tragic it would be laugh- 
able, 

What he does not say in 
his letter is that Nkomo’s 
terrorists aré being sup- 
ported, not only 
other ex(?)-terrorist Ken- 
neth Kaunda, but also by 
the British Government and 
the disgusting World Coun- 
cil of Churches (WCC). The 
World Council of Churches 
includes the British Council 
of Churches (BCC). Two 
the 
Church of England and the 
Methodist Church. 

The WCC gives thousands 
of pounds to these terrorists 
as part of their “Programme 
to combat racism.” Just a 
word about the “moderate” 
Kaunda, the President of 
Zambia. Before he reached 
that exalted position, he was 


head | of the terrorist 
Zambian African National 
Congress (ZANC) in the 


days when the country was be 


called Northern Rhodesia. 
Sir Arthur Benson, the 
British Governor, described 
this organisation as Murder 
Incorporated. In N Rhodesia 
ZANC instituted a reign of 
terror. I know that White 
Rhodesians came to our aid 
in the two World Wars. 


by that Jj 


Could these be the same 
people J D Robinson is talk- 
ing about? If so why is he 
against them now? While 
Rhodesians fought for us 
including Rhodesian Spitfire 
Squadrons in the Battle of 
Britain. One pilot was the 
resent Rhodesian Prime 
Minister, Mr Ian. Smith. 
I would like to answer all 
D Robinson’s questions but 
unfortunately time and 
Space. does not permit. It 
only takes one sentence to 
ask a question, but consider- 
ably more to answer. One 
question I must answer is his 
statement “Mr Barker asks 
what are the Tories doing 
about it? I ask what are 
the National Front doing 
about it?” 
As he quite well knows 
the NF have not even got 
one councillor, so at present 
we can do very little. But I 
can state quite categorically, 
that if we were the opposi- 
tion, like the Tories are, we 
would not abstain on this 
important issue as they did. 
Nor would we sack two 
front-bench spokesmen, just 
cause they did the hon- 
ourable thing of going 
against the vote on the 
continuation of sanctions on 
Rhodesia. 
(Mr) P BARKER 
(Organiser, National 
Front Rochdale branch) 
155 Todmorden Road, 
Littleborough. 


TROUBLESHOOTING SPECIAL 
Contd. from page 10 


The clap-trap over, he then proceeds 
to be more frank:. 

“Jewish philosophy, thought and 
ideology are made up of manifold contra- 
dictions. One of them is that we are at one 
and the same time the most separatist and 
the most universalist people in the world. 

“On the one hand, we have always 
refused to renounce our identity. Unlike 
other religions, Judaism has never prosely- 
tized ... In fact if Judaism had only been a 
religion it would have been in its interest to 
absorb most of those ready to become con- 
verts, but it was also a people invested with a 
special mission, chosen by God; that is why 
the Jews oppose proselytism. Even in our 
own day it is quite hard to become a Jew.”’ 

Now it may be that from the strictly 
historical and scientific point of view the 
community of people who make up the 
Jewish nation (within and without the State 
of Israel) are not a “race” but a mixture of 
Semitic, Turco-Armenoid and Caucasian 
blood lines. But if they exist as a community, 
think of themselves as a nation, hold them- 
selves together with a religion which forbids 
them to breed with those who are not co- 
religionists and which makes it almost 
impossible for outsiders to become converts, 
then the effect of such conduct, linked 
together with a potent political nationalism 
is racialistic. 

One would think that now that the 
Jews have their own nation-state (after 2,000 
years of praying: “‘Next year in Jerusalem!”’) 
they would all seek to flock to Israel. But 
only 20 per cent of the world’s Jews have 
done so — and Goldmann clearly does not 
want it any other way. He wants Israel to be 
a sort of totempole for a world-wide Jewish 
nation. Paradoxically he says that he is 
fundamentally opposed to the nation-state 
concept and says he hopes and expects nation 
states slowly to dissolve into supra-national 
structures. “The entire world,” he says, “‘is 
reaching towards a kind of world civilis- 
ation.” 


ISRAEL’S ROLE 


What, then, is the future role of the 
Jewish nation-state of Israel which he and 
his followers struggled so hard to create? It 
is to provide a legalistic basis for international 
Jews like Goldmann to organise and mobilise 
the Jews of the Diaspora (i.e. outside Israel) 
as if they had an additional citizenship and 
commensurate citizenship obligations quite 
separate and distinct from the citizenship 
obligations of their lands of residence. 

Such a separate international Jewish 
‘citizenship’ would obviously be valuable to 
Jewry at a time when other people were 
allowing the nation-state structures which 
cherish their identities to disappear! 

Goldmann and other leaders of Jewry 
clearly are planning for a time when theirs 


Nahum 
Goldmann 


will be the only ethnic community or nation 
at large in the world with a sense of identity 
and purpose and with a leadership exclusively 
drawn from within its own ranks! 

Fantastic? The kind of thing that you 
would expect to read in a book like The 
Protocols of the Learned Elders of Zion? Let 
Goldmann develop the plan in his own words: 

“During his four years as ambassador 
to the United States (Rabin) realised that 
many leaders of the Diaspora would not let 
themselves be controlled by some represen- 
tative of Israel; at the very least they wanted 
to be consulted. Rabin therefore gave the 
World Jewish Congress the job of studying 
the question... 

im . We therefore intend to call a 
conference of about thirty Jewish intellec- 
tuals and statesmen, chosen half from Israel, 
half from the Diaspora, which will examine 
the judicial aspects: is it possible to create a 
permanent body on which the state (of 
Israel) and world Jewry are represented 
without violating national sovereignty or 
threatening the autocracy and civic loyalty 
of the Jews of the Diaspora? 

“IT have recently been thinking that it 
might be feasible to convoke an assembly 
composed of all the members of the Knesset 
(Parliament of Israel) and an equal number 
representing the Diaspora communities. This 
assembly would meet once a year, for about 


a week, to discuss all problems submitted to. 


it concerning both Israel and the Diaspora, 
but without taking decisions committing 
either side. If a concensus was reached on a 
subject of debate, it could be formulated as 
a resolution. 


A WORLD JEWISH ASSEMBLY 


“T understand that it is not easy to set 
up such an assembly, but eminent jurists 
have assured me that there would be no 
difficulties from the point of view of inter- 
national law, especially if the idea is explained 
in advance to the various governments. The 
assembly I envisage would symbolise the 
unique character of the Jewish people and 
would represent the minority living in Israel 
as well as the majority living in other 
countries... 

“. . When we have decided on the 


scope and method, it will remain to explain 
the why and the wherefore of our organis- 
ation to the government of every country 
where Jews are living, because it must not be 
possible to say of such an assembly that it 
works against the civic loyalty of the Jews... 

“«_. . If it is pointed out to non-Jews 
that the Diaspora cannot exist without a 
centre; that after two thousand years the 
non-Jewish world owes the Jews a little 
more than a simple UN vote in favour of the 
creation of the state; and that without the 
solidarity of world Jewry Israel could not 
exist . . . all people of goodwill will admit 
that we are a unique people in a unique 
situation, and that we have a right to some 
form of co-operation with an officially 
foreign state. Naturally the antisemites will 
not fail to use this argument against us, but 
it does not matter so long as the civilised 
world agrees.”’ 

Goldmann tried to ‘balance’ the 
Messianic audacity of his proposed World 
Assembly of Jewry by saying: 

“If Zionism has an ideological task, it 
is to create a spiritual centre within the State 
of Israel, then to proclaim to all the world 
that Jews must be loyal to the State of Israel 
unless there is a political conflict, in which 
case each is free to choose.” 

No citizen of the Britain I want to see 
should have the “freedom to choose” 
whether they will serve Britain or a foreign 
power with which Britain is in dispute. 
Treason is a crime. But to ensure that the 
Jews of the Diaspora are educated with an 
inclination to put World Jewry before the 
nation where they reside in the event of any 
dispute between them, Goldmann advocates 
that Jewish communities in the nations of 
the Diaspora pressurise the governments of 
those nations to provide special Jewish 
schools where they will receive a ‘Jewish 
education”. 

In addition to this, the universities of 
these nations must be pressured to create 
Jewish studies courses for Jewish students. 
One year of such courses must be carried out 
by studying in Israel. (All this to be paid for, 
mark you, by the Gentile taxpayers of the 
various host nations — not by World Jewry!) 

I have only been able to touch on 
some of the hypocrisy and deceit dressed up 
as “paradox” which this conceited and 
thoroughly evil old man has poured out into 
his political Last Will and Testament. I urge 
all British Nationalists to read, study and 
ponder upon the contents of The Jewish 
Paradox. 

They will come to see that they have 
no need of “docudrama” tracts like The 
Protocols when real learned elders of Zion 
now brazenly publish first-hand accounts of 
their conspiratorial achievements and 
Messianic objectives in the way that Nahum 
Goldmann has done. I now look forward to 
reading his autobiography Memories. 

The Jewish Paradox is available from 
Nationalist Books, P.O. Box 105, Excalibur House, 


73 Great Eastern Street, London EC2P 2AE, at 
£8.50 + 25p post & packing. 


Page seventeen 


ELECTION ROUND-UP 


From now until the General Election, 
Spearhead will be looking around the country 
at how the National Front is preparing for 
that election, and at some of the party’s local 
leaders and _ prospective Parliamentary 
candidates. 

We look first at the East Midlands 
Region, whose individual Branches and 
Groups are making a really impressive effort 
to fight as many of the region’s consti- 
tuencies as possible. Much of the organis- 
ational drive behind this effort is due to the 
work of Regional Agent Colin Bayliss, a 
London-trained librarian who now lives with 
his wife and young son in Hull. It is also 
largely due to the tremendous effort being 
made by individual Branches, notably 
Leicester Branch, which is not only fighting 
all three seats in Leicester but extending its 
campaign organisation to cover the consti- 
tuencies of Loughborough, Blaby, Bosworth, 
Harborough, Melton, Rutland & Stamford 
and Nuneaton. 

Nottingham and Derby Branches are 
making similar efforts, extending their cam- 
paigns to fight new seats for the National 
Front in co-operation with local groups such 
as South-East Derbyshire. 

Northampton, a fairly new but go-ahead 
Group under tireless organiser John James, is 
fighting both Northampton seats. John’s 
attractive wife Marilyn is the prospective 
candidate for Northampton South, and in 
Northampton North the NF prospective 
candidate is Ronald Rickcord. 

The South Western Region (Devon and 
Cornwall) has seen a very impressive growth 
by the National Front over recent months. 
At one time the party had no organisation at 
all in Cornwall; today it expects to fight three 
out of the county’s five constituencies, 
North Cornwall, Bodmin and Falmouth & 
Camborne. The credit for this performance 
must go chiefly to the Region’s enormously 
hard-working Regional Agent, Nigel Hedger, 
who is also the Bodmin Branch Organiser. 
Devon will also see more NF candidates than 
ever before, in West Devon, Torbay, 
Plymouth Devonport and Plymouth Drake. 
Here much of the drive and dedication has 
come from one of the party’s youngest 
organisers of real ability, Derek Merry, 
Plymouth Branch Organiser. 

Kent is another area where the NF’s 
election readiness represents a remarkable 
increase over the handful of constituencies 
which it fought in 1974. Today it hopes to 
fight all fifteen constituencies — Thanet East 
and \.’est, Dover & Deal, Canterbury, Folkes- 


tone & Hythe, Ashford, Faversham, 
Rock iter & Chatham, Gillingham, Graves- 
end, Tonbridge & Malling, Maidstone, 


Tunbridge Wells, Sevenoaks and Dartford. 
Credit is due to all NF Branches and Groups 
in Kent for this great effort, and to Regional 
Agent Nigel Cousins, a dedicated and 
enthusiastic worker for the party since he 
joined the NF while at London University, 
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where he studied modern languages. 
Particular praise must go to small but active 
units like Sevenoaks, whose activists will be 
co-ordinating campaigns in three other 
constituencies as well as Sevenoaks; and units 
like Dartford, badly hit by the ‘populist’ 
troubles of 1975, but where long-time NF 
loyalists Tom and Irene Nobbs held the 
party together there so that today it is able 
to fight the Dartford constituency. NF 
prospective candidate is one half of that 
husband and wife team, Branch Treasurer 
Irene Nobbs. 

These are just some of the Branches, 
organisers and candidates who will be 
working for a National Front General 
Election campaign bigger than anything 
ever mounted before. Organisation like this 
costs money, many thousands of pounds. If 
you are a regular Spearhead reader, but axe 
not active with a local Branch or Group, 
please remember that the very least you can 
do is support your local candidates with 
donations. Every donation will be immensely 
appreciated. If you do not know where to 
send a local donation, send it via P.O. Box 
105, Excalibur House, 73 Great Eastern 
Street, London EC2P 2AE and we will 
forward it. And if you can, send a donation 
to our central General Election Fund as well! 
NF Head Office needs it too! Remember, 
fighting the Battle for Britain is expensive. 


Some personalities 
in the NF General 
Election drive (left 
to right downwards) 
Colin Bayliss, Marilyn 
James, Ronald 
Rickcord, Nigel 
Cousins, Irene Nobbs 


BRENT N.F. ‘INV ADES’ SCHOOL 


TO BEAT LABOUR BAN 


Brent Branch in West London have a 
long history of old-style NF activism to win 
publicity for their cause. In the current issue 
of NF News the Branch is featured holding 
a meeting on the Town Hall steps as a protest 
against the ban imposed on the NF’s hiring 
of Council halls by the extreme left-wing 
Labour Council. Chairing the open-air 
meeting in the winter cold is Brent Branch’s 
Chairman and National Directorate member, 
85 year old Blaise Wyndham. 

Brent Branch followed this with a 
novel way to beat these undemocratic bans 
against free speech. They simply took over a 
school while a Council meeting was in 
session to hold a meeting of their Alperton 
Ward group! 

Branch Organiser Graham John politely 
sent a postal order for £2.60 to the Council 
to pay for the hire of the room. 

A phone call to the Council meeting to 
inform them that the Branch was at that 
moment holding a meeting in one of their 
schools threw the Council session into some 
confusion. Front page local publicity was 
won for this protest against the Council’s 
“Communist-style oppression”. 

P.S. The postal order was returned ty 
the Council with a curt note describing the 
occupation as a trespass. The money was 
donated instead to an Army charity. 


West London 
Franklin (left) and Brent Branch Organiser 
Graham John stand in front of the black- 


Regional Organiser Dick 


board (marked ‘Homework’) at their 


meeting in Alperton school. 


Three new heads of Departments of 
the NF National Directorate were elected in 
1978, all three freshly elected members in 
the 1978/9 Directorate elections. 

First is Michael Salt, new head of the 
Elections Department, who will hold that 
important responsibility throughout this 
General Election year. He succeeds Desmond 
Fenwick, who remains with the Department 
along with Sidney Chaney, John Roberts 
and Roy Pert. Michael Salt has done much 
to make Wandsworth the premier Branch of 
South West London. 

Philip Gegan, partner in the Reed- 
Herbert, Gegan law firm, has been elected 
the new Chairman of Young National Front, 
and succeeds in that post NF Deputy Chair- 
man Andrew Fountaine, who wished to 
make way for a younger man. Philip Gegan 
has been active with Leicester Branch since 
he moved there to join the Leicester-based 
NF law firm, and is the NF prospective 
Parliamentary candidate for Blaby. 

Anthony Reed-Herbert himself has 
been elected Chairman of the Directorate’s 
newly created Legal Department. The 
formation of this Department was deemed 
essential in the light of the increasing denial 
to the NF of legitimate democratic rights, 
which have had to be contested in the courts, 
as well as the increasing use of legal 
prosecutions as a means of political intimi- 
dation, chiefly the iniquitous Race Relations 
Act. Anthony Reed-Herbert returns to the 


Three new heads of 
Directorate Depart- 
ments. Top left: 
Michael Salt. Top 
right: Philip Gegan. 
Left: Anthony 
Reed-Herbert. 


Directorate after a two-year interval, during 
which time he devoted himself to tireless 
work on behalf of Leicester Branch. The 
period of his organisership during that time 
saw the spectacular successes of the Branch 
in the 1976 municipal elections, when the 
NF grabbed 18 per cent of the poll in the 
city, 43,000 votes and nearly kicked out the 
Labour Mayor! Tony Reed-Herbert is the 
instructing solicitor for all the NF defendants 
in the current Race Act prosecutions 
described in last month’s issue. 


New Heads of Directorate Departments 


Reviewers are raving about... 


LIFTING THE LID OFF THE ANTI-NAZI LEAGUE 


66 
stantial pamphlet me Mackie Morris. ue 


GGA sub ine Guarsion 


66 A repulsive pamphlet .. . a Nazi lie 99 


John Rose 


6 eee 
€! am taking legal diitice 9 ocialist Worker 


66Clearly defamatory 99 
Savi Goldberg Blackburn 
Defence Ce Chairman, Solicitors for Colin nore 
pect ee Council T.U.0. 
a ort NW. 
Deputies Of British Sous Boeed Nw. Regional Sec. ANAL 


66 An anti-Semitic Martin 


outburst 


Jenny Frazer. 
Jewish Chronicle 


$6 An exact copy of the Julius Streicher technique 99 
lan Mikardo, MP 


66A series of untruths and half truths 
66 The charge is totally 
spurious 99 


Derek Jameson 
Editor, Daily Express 


YOU MUST HAVE A SUPPLY 
OF THIS BOOKLET! 


Order your supply now before the next libel writ is issued. Re-distribute 
to your friends and workmates. 20p per copy. 


Siefert, Sedley & Co. sais petamatery article. 99 


licitors for A 
Peter Hain NAL Press Spokesman 


RATES 


1 copy: 2Gp + 8p p&p 

2 to 9 copies: 20p each + p&p @ Sp per copy 
10 copies:.£1.60 + 60p p&p 

20 copies: £2.80 + 90p p&p 

50 copies: £6.00 + £1.20 p&p 

100 copies: £11.00 + £1.40 p&p 

200 copies: £18.00 + £1.70 p&p 

500 copies: £40.00 + carriage charge 

Order from: Excalibur House, 73 Great Eastern 
Street, London EC2. 


EXCALIBUR HOUSE 
APPEAL 


Your help is urgently needed now to complete the work on Excalibur 
House. There is still major interior refurbishing to be done to bring 
Excalibur House to the level of efficiency that you, the members and 
supporters of the National Front, require. Please help as generously as you 
can. We need to raise £16,000, so every contribution counts. 


EXCALIBUR HOUSE APPEAL 


To: The Hon. Treasurer 


| read John Tyndall’s appeal for financial contributions towards the work 
on Excalibur House, and | wish to help as much as | can. | realise that the 
purchase of Excalibur House is the most important step forward in the 
party’s history and enclose a donation so that the remaining work can be 
completed as quickly as possible. 


| enclose a donation of £ 
further donations whenever | can. 


Please make cheques, P.O.s payable to National Front, and cross them 
‘Building Fund’, and send to Excalibur House, 73 Great Eastern Street, 
London E.C.2. 
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LAPCHICK’S STUNT or IT’S THE 
SAME THE WHOLE WORLD OVER 


We reprint this interesting little item 
from the American journal INSTAURATION 
as an illustration that the activities of left- 
wing agents provocateurs are the same in 
every Western country, as is the slavish 
response of the liberal media in giving 
publicity to every ‘racist’ or ‘anti-semitic’ 
stunt designed to discredit patriots. Recently 
a member of the ‘Anti Nazi League’ in 
Hertfordshire was convicted of sending 
death threats to local left-wingers in the 
name of Nazi organisations. 


IT WAS THE typical media event. The Davis 
Cup matches between South Africa and the 
U.S. were about to be played at Vanderbilt 
University in Tennessee, and the people who 
wanted to shut them down needed publicity. 

So the day after one of those com- 
mittees that spring up overnight to huckster 
minority causes announced it would picket 
the tennis matches, the committee head, 
Robert Lapchick, a professor of political 
science at Virginia Wesleyan College, com- 
plained to the police — and the press — that 
he had been attacked by two masked men 
who carved the word “niger” on his aodomen. 
The spelling was interesting. Lapchick was 
careful not to violate the ancient liberal- 
minority line that “racists” have to be 
illiterate. 

Cronkite obediently carried the story 
that night. The nation was stirred up once 
more against white barbarism. Oceans of 
sympathy were poured on the gallant 
professor who, braving the dangers of 
permanent disfigurement, wanted to stop 
the matches between the U.S. tennis players, 
who were all white, and the South African 
team, which had one black substitute. 

But there was a hitch. The police, who 
were investigating the incident, could not be 
called off once the publicity campaign had 
run its scheduled course. After a visit from a 


medical health examiner, Lapchick was 
asked to take a lie detector test, a request he 
indignantly rejected. It seems that local 
officials had come to the conclusions that 
the illiterate branding had been self-inflicted. 

A horrendous howl _ reverberated 
through the grubby groves of academia. A 
professional Narodnick named Rosenthal, 
who teaches sociology (what else?) at 
Virginia’s Old Dominion University and is 
head of the local chapter of the Committee 
Against Racism, came out stentoriously for 
Lapchick, as did 28 of the 31 faculty 
members of Lapchick’s own diploma mill, 
who signed a resolution that they were 
“outraged” — not at Lapchick, but at the 
police and medical examiner for daring to 
question his story. 


PROPAGANDA COMPUTER 


In no time at all the well-greased 
liberal-minority propaganda computer 
punched out a Committee for Justice for 
Richard Lapchick. Among the distinguished 
members were former attorney general 
Ramsey Clark (our man in Hanoi), Dick 
Gregory, Harry Belafonte, Gloria Steinem 
(the Semitic Sappho of the Second Sex) and 
Kurt Vonnegut (a perennial Majority 
stalking horse). Paul O’Dwyer, the old Pol 
from New York -whose career was built on 
the principle, ‘‘whose lunch I munch, whose 
tune I tweet’’, held a press conference in the 
church centre of the United Nations and 
pronounced Lapchick innocent of all charges. 
Lapchick, he announced, had “‘passed”’ a 
polygraph test given by a Richard Niebohr, 
head of a security agency. He had also been 
given a physical by David Spain, a Brooklyn 
doctor, who corroborated Lapchick’s 
original story. 

Those who think it inconceivable that 


Lapchick would have staged his self- 
mutilation might recall that last January 
Irving Rubin, Earl Kruger and Robert 
Manning, all members of the Jewish Defence 
League, were arrested for bombing the Beth- 
Sar Sholom Religious Centre in North 
Hollywood. 

They might also recall the recent 
“terrorist attack” in Israel, which provided 
Begin with an excuse for laying waste 
Southern Lebanon, killing some 700 
Lebanese and Palestinians and creating 
160,000 more homeless Mideasterners. It 
turned out, as even Time admitted, that 
many, if not most, of the Jews who died 
were killed by Israeli police who riddled the 
bus with rifle and machine gun fire until it 
exploded. 

Knowing how the press treats any 
“racist” or “‘anti-Semitic” news, minority 
agitproppers merely have to slash themselves 
lightly with a knife, blow up a synagogue or 
two, desecrate a couple of Jewish graves or 
even sacrifice a busload of their own cousins 
— and their cause will get another huge shot 
in the arm. 


FOR SALE 


Seven novels by ‘insider’ Benjamin Disraeli 
published by Longmans, Green in 1870/71. 
Titles: Lothair, Coningsby, Henrietta Temple, 
Venetia, Tancred, Contarini Fleming, Sybil. 


Not only do these books offer a glimpse behind 
the forbidden curtain, they are also a good 
investment at £58.00 including p&p. Reply: 
Box 243, Spearhead, Excalibur. House, 73 


Great Eastern Street, London EC2. 


ELECTRICIAN 


An NF member in North London requires his | 
home to be re-wired. Would like to hear from 
competent electrician who must be an NF 
member. Write to: 6 Canada Avenue, London 
N18. 


Find out about the National Front 


Send 20p for information pack. 


To: 
NATIONAL FRONT INFORMATION SERVICE 
P.O. BOX 105 

EXCALIBUR HOUSE 

73 GREAT EASTERN STREET 
LONDON EC2P 2AE 

(Tel. 01-739 2187) 
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